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ABSTRACT 
 
This dissertation examined the roles of and the relationships between 
statutory town plans and administrative town plans by statistically 
analysis and case studies.  The key finding is that the role of the two 
types of plans for urban area has already changed.  The main change is 
the role of “forward planning” has been shifted from “planning by 
contract” to “planning by edict”.  However, no concrete results are 
found for the New Towns.  This result shows an increasing importance 
of statutory plans on land development.  This shift comes about and 
enhances the public participation in the development planning process 
perhaps an unavoidable trend.  The shift also shows a right way of 
regulating the dual planning system. However, the government needs to 
provide a much simpler, clearer, more efficient and sustainable planning 
system.  
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CHAPTER 1   
INTRODUCTION 
 
Background 
Town planning is an important aspect in the development of cities.  
In Hong Kong, town planning is a dual system with “planning by 
contract” operating in parallel with “planning by edict” (Lai 1997; 1998; 
2004; 2005). 
 
“Planning by contract” involves abiding by the leasehold land system 
in Hong Kong.  It has been practiced by the Hong Kong Government 
since 1842 (Yeh 1992: 1; Yeh 1994: 3; Lai 1997: 20; Lai 1998: 250; Lai 
2005: 17). Under the leasehold system, the government holds nearly all of 
Hong Kong’s land and allocates it through tenders, auctions, and private 
treaty grants to individuals.  A government lease controls the 
development and use of lands.  It is a covenant between the government 
(lessor) and a lessee to maintain control over a plot of land (Yeh 1992: 2; 
Yeh 1994: 4; Lai 1997: 20). The conditions of a government lease, 
especially the restriction courses, are typically prepared in accordance 
with administrative town plans at the district level, namely Outline 
Development Plans (ODPs) and Layout Plans (LPs) (Bristow 1984: 181). 
 
Administrative town plans are also known as departmental plans.  
They are mainly used as guidelines for all government departments for 
development programming, development controls, land sales, and the 
- 2 - 
allocation of government land (Planning Department 1995: 16). 
 
Unlike the leasehold system, “planning by edict” functions in 
accordance with the statutory ordinances, notably the Town Planning 
Ordinance (Lai 1998; 2005).
1
  Under the Town Planning Ordinance, the 
Town Planning Board (TPB) controls development by producing 
statutory town plans (e.g. Outline Zoning Plans) (Planning Department 
1995: 12).  Both systems run in parallel with each other and do not 
negate one another (Ho 2000: 1). 
 
At the district level, we have seen that there are two main kinds of 
plans in the dual systems, namely statutory town plans and administrative 
town plans.  However, their relationship is unclear and their roles are 
also likely to change.  In this dissertation, I will examine the roles of and 
the relationship between administrative town plans and statutory town 
plans by analysing the relevant statistics and cases under both planning 
systems. 
 
Objectives 
The objectives of this dissertation are threefold and as follows: 
(1) To set up a data base for administrative and statutory town plans; 
(2) to find out any changes in the roles of administrative and statutory 
town plans during past decades; and 
(3) to interpret the results and suggest reforms. 
 
                                                 
1
 Chapter 131, Law of Hong Kong. 
- 3 - 
Organization 
This dissertation has five chapters.  Chapter One is the introduction, 
which includes the background, objectives, and organization of this 
dissertation.  Chapter Two is the literature review, which includes the 
revision of the town planning general situation and details of the 
administrative and statutory town plans.  Chapter Three presents the 
hypotheses and methodologies.  Chapter Four is the main part that will 
examine the roles of and relationship between administrative and 
statutory town plans using statistical data and several case studies.  Here, 
I will present analyses and suggestions.  Finally, Chapter Five is the 
conclusion, including limitations and further studies. 
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CHAPTER 2 
LITERATURE REVIEW 
 
Town Planning in Hong Kong 
Planning by Contract 
The words “planning by contract” were first used by Lai in 1993 to 
describe the planning system that runs through the leasehold land system 
with administrative town plans (Lai 1997; 1998; 2004; 2005; Ho 2000).
2
  
The details of this system will be discussed in the following paragraphs. 
 
The leasehold land system was adopted in 1842, when Hong Kong 
became a British Colony (Yeh 1992: 1; Yeh 1994: 3; Lai 1997: 20; Lai 
1998: 250; Lai 2005: 17).  Despite the freehold land of the Church of 
England in Central, all the land in Hong Kong is leasehold (i.e., the 
government is the real landlord and the “landowner” is really a “lessee”).  
Under the system, the government allocates the land parcels to public 
individuals through public auctions, public tenders, and private treaty 
grants (Yeh 1992: 1; Yeh 1994: 3; Lai 1997: 20). In public auctions, the 
most common method, the highest bidder usually wins rights to a plot of 
land.  Public tenders are normally used for those lands that are highly 
restricted in their use or for which the government wants to receive a 
development proposal in advance.  Last, a private treaty grant is used 
                                                 
2
 Lai, Lawrence W.C. 1998.  “The Leasehold system as a means of planning by 
contract: The case of Hong Kong,” Town Planning Review 69, no. 3: 249.  In this 
paper, Lai gave a detailed background of the idea of “planning by contract”. 
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mainly for community or charity purposes, like public housing, churches, 
schools, hospitals, etc (Yeh 1992: 1; Yeh 1994: 3).  Lai (1998: 252-257; 
2004: 165; 2005: 17) further indicated that apart from the allocation of 
land, the leasehold land system is a system that allocates private property 
rights and obligations. 
 
For the sale of lands, there is a mutual covenant (i.e., government 
lease) between the government (lessor) and public individuals (lessees), 
which control the rights and obligations of the lessees over the land (Yeh 
1992: 2; Yeh 1994: 4; Lai 1997: 20; Lai 2005: 17).  This document is 
known as a government lease
3
 or Conditions of Sale.  In most cases, the 
terms of government leases vary from 50 to 999 years, and some of them 
can be renewed after they expire. After the change of Hong Kong’s 
sovereignty in 1997, all the land leases and the leasehold land system 
have remained under the Sino-British Joint Declaration and Basic Law of 
the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region (Yeh 1992: 2; Yeh 1994: 4; 
Ho 2000: 7-8; Lai, et al. 2004: 9). 
 
There are two parts in modern leases – general conditions and special 
conditions. General conditions are similar for most leases, including the 
conditions of premium, rent, maintenance, re-entry, etc.  Special 
conditions provide unique controls over each plot of land.  The most 
important conditions in this part are the user, maximum building height, 
maximum total gross floor area (GFA), maximum site coverage, and 
building covenant, all of which greatly affect the future development of a 
                                                 
3
 A government lease was called a “crown lease” before the handover of 1997. 
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plot of land.  Despite the above conditions, Nissim (1998) identified 
some other usual conditions, such as the car park requirement, the 
provision of recreational facilities, vehicular access, etc (Ho 2000: 8).  
However, “old 999-year leases” are always regarded as “unrestricted 
leases” because they are only restricted by the “offensive trade clause” 
(Lai 1997: 21; Lai, et al. 2004: 13). 
 
Moreover, if there is a need for a change of condition by the lessees, 
a lease can be modified by negotiating with the Director of Lands and 
paying a premium (Yeh 1992: 8; Yeh 1994: 7). However if there is 
non-compliance with the conditions, the government is expected to 
impose fines or a re-entry to the land, which is a powerful method of 
enforcement.  The conditions in government leases are interpreted as 
part of Common Law (Lai 1997: 20).  The case of Wong Bei-nei v Att 
Gen [1973] HKLR 582 clearly determined that the restriction of leases 
precluded development (Willoughby 1978: 147).  
 
As mentioned above, the leasehold land system is actually a running 
of “planning by contract”.  Pun (1983) pointed out that a land lease 
could be a means of implementing those administrative town plans that 
relate the land leases to town planning (Ho 2000: 9).  Bristow (1984: 
181) further indicated that the conditions of leases were usually prepared 
in accordance with the administrative town plans, namely the ODPs, at 
the district level.  Neutze first described land use controls in Canberra as 
“by means of contract” in 1987 (Lai 1998: 255).  Yeh (1992: 3; 1994: 4) 
also stated that a land lease was a contract between a private party and the 
- 7 - 
government.  Stanley (1994: 99) raised a similar idea and asserted that 
for property developers, a lease was considered a “contract” that was not 
a legally enforceable one.  Lai (1997; 1998; 2004; 2005) started to cover 
the ideas of “planning by contract” in 1993 and discussed this system in 
more detail in subsequent years.  Apart from development controls, Lai 
(1998: 262-265; 1999a: 70-75; 2004: 163-166) further related “planning 
by contract” to “forward planning” and “development planning”, and then 
to Hong Kong’s planning system.  In 2005, he added that the idea of 
“planning by consent” is the most open and effective form of planning to 
developers and property buyers (Lai 2005: 17). I will discuss the details 
of these ideas and those administrative town plans later. 
 
However, Leung (2006: 213, 218) pointed out that the words 
“planning by contract” were not correct, as a contract could not confer 
rights and impose obligations arising under it to any person except for 
those affected parties under the general legal rule.  Government leases 
actually affect people other than the signed parties and are “run with 
land”.  Therefore, Leung suggested that “planning by covenant” was a 
more appropriate description.  Leung’s argument was legalistic and 
ignored the fundamental understanding of a “social contract”.  Indeed, 
the Mexx case
4
 affirmed that a lease is a contract.  “Planning by 
contract” is used in this dissertation, in which the “contract” means 
“contractual”.  Moreover, “planning by contract” makes it easier to 
understand the general nature of government leases, which are used in 
many readings. 
                                                 
4
 Mexx Consolidated (Far East), Ltd. vs. Attorney General [1987] HKLR 1210. 
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Planning by Edict 
“Planning by edict,” as opposed to “planning by contract,” means 
planning by legislation, and this is enforced by statutory ordinance under 
Hong Kong law. The most important types of legislation on planning are 
the Town Planning Ordinance
5
 and Buildings Ordinance (Ho 2000: 10).
6
  
 
The Town Planning Ordinance 
The Town Planning Ordinance was enacted in 1939.  Its aim is “to 
promote the health, safety, convenience and general welfare of the 
community by making provision for the systematic preparation and 
approval of plans for the lay-out of areas of Hong Kong.”
7
  Also, the 
main duty of the ordinance was to empower the TPB to produce statutory 
zoning plans.  The TPB was not formed until 1947, and the first 
statutory plan was not issued until 1955 (Ho 2000: 10-21). 
 
Since 1939, the Town Planning Ordinance has been amended several 
times.  The first major amendment occurred in 1974 as a result of the 
Singway Case,
8
 in which statutory plans became null and void due to 
uncertainties over the Notes (Willoughby 1978: 150; Lai, et al. 2004: 10).  
A planning application system with Section 16 was incorporated into the 
Town Planning Ordinance by this amendment.  The second major 
amendment came in 1991.  Known as the Town Planning (Amendment) 
                                                 
5
 Chapter 131, Law of Hong Kong. 
6
 Chapter 123, Law of Hong Kong. 
7
 Long Title, Town Planning Ordinance Chapter 131, Law of Hong Kong. 
8
 Singway Co Ltd vs. Att Gen [1974] HKLR 275. 
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Ordinance 1991,
9
 it made possible the issue of Interim Development 
Permission Areas (IDPA) Plans and Development Permission Areas (DPA) 
Plans with direct enforcement power granted to the Planning Department 
and TPB for unauthorized developments.  The appointment of the 
Appeal Board was also added under Section 17 (Lai, et al. 2004: 10).  
The third, and latest, amendment was introduced in 2005.  Section 12(a) 
provided an additional application system, which differs from Section 16, 
for the amendment of statutory plans by the public, including re-zoning. 
 
Bristow (1984) covered a very detailed history of town planning, as 
well as the Town Planning Ordinance, in Hong Kong before 1984, but I 
will not cover it in this dissertation in detail.  The statutory plans under 
the Town Planning Ordinance include Outline Zoning Plans (OZPs) and 
DPA plans, and I will discuss them in detail later. 
 
The Buildings Ordinance and Other Related Ordinances 
The Buildings Ordinance originally aimed “to provide for the 
planning, design and construction of buildings and associated works”.
10
  
It is an important piece of legislation for enforcing the Town Planning 
Ordinance (except for the enforcement already provided by the Town 
Planning [Amendment] Ordinance 1991).  Under Section 16 of the 
Buildings Ordinance, the Building Authority is empowered to reject 
submitted building plans that contravene an approved or drafted plan 
prepared under the Town Planning Ordinance (Fung 1988: 21). 
                                                 
9
 Chapter 131, Law of Hong Kong. 
10
 Long Title, Buildings Ordinance, Chapter 123, Law of Hong Kong. 
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Furthermore, the Building (Planning) Regulations
11
 were enacted in 
1956 under the framework of the Buildings Ordinance.  They control 
development density, including building heights, site coverage, and plot 
ratios, and are stated in the First Schedule in accordance with the 
classification of sites (Fung 1988: 22). 
 
Other than the above two ordinances, there are also a few related 
ordinances that could affect the development of buildings and planning 
issues.  They include the Antiquities and Monuments Ordinance,
12
 
Country Parks Ordinance,
13
 Hong Kong Airport (Control of Obstructions) 
Ordinance,
14
 and Marine Parks Ordinance
15
 (Planning Department 1995: 
34-35).  This dissertation will mainly focus on the Town Planning 
Ordinance and Buildings Ordinance. 
 
The Dual Planning System 
Planning by contract and by edict have already introduced the two 
main planning systems to Hong Kong.  Specifically, “planning by 
contract” runs parallel to “planning by edict,” which means that Hong 
Kong uses a dual planning system.  I will elaborate on this relationship. 
 
In legal theory, if a development that is stated in a lease contradicts a 
statutory plan, the provisions in the statutory plan prevail (Lai 1998: 258).  
                                                 
11
 Chapter 123F, Law of Hong Kong. 
12
 Chapter 53, Law of Hong Kong. 
13
 Chapter 208, Law of Hong Kong. 
14
 Chapter 301, Law of Hong Kong. 
15
 Chapter 476, Law of Hong Kong. 
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In actuality, in a dual system, statutory plans do not dismiss the power of 
a lease, so public individuals have to comply with all government leases, 
statutory plans, and other related ordinances.  The Mexx Case
16
 clearly 
demonstrated that (Ho 2000: 33-34): 
 
No matter what approval the Town Planning Board may have given 
under its statutory powers, that would not have affected or reduced 
the Crown’s contractual powers under the Crown lease. 
 
Although in all situations, statutory plans will not affect existing uses 
(Lai 2005: 17), they do affect the change of use and redevelopment 
projects when they are imposed.  For instance, if a change in the use of a 
plot of land is not permitted in both a government lease and statutory plan, 
one must apply to the TPB under Town Planning Ordinance Section 16 
and a lease modification to be granted by the Director of Land to gain 
such permission.  In current practice, planning permission should be 
given by the TPB before any lease modification (Ho 2000: 33). 
 
It is easy to see from this practice that this special dual system raises 
some problems, as the government employs a “double standard”.  Yeh 
(1992: 21, 26) described the situation as a “conflict of lease conditions 
with urban planning” and clearly pointed out the problem (i.e., a premium 
still had to be paid to modify a lease to enable higher development 
potential that was not permitted by the old lease, but permitted by the 
prevailing statutory plan.  However, compensation will not be paid when 
a statutory plan limits the development potential that is permissible in 
                                                 
16
 Mexx Consolidated (Far East) Ltd. vs Attorney General [1987] HKLR 1210. 
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leases.).  Staley (1994: 106-109) also recommended that the government 
should pay compensation to a developer if the value of its property has 
dropped because of planning decisions.  Lai (1998: 262; 2005: 16) 
further discussed this issue from the aspect of private property rights.  
He thought that “planning by edict” with statutory zoning plans was 
obligatory and unilaterally modified existing private property rights 
without any compensation.  Although statutory plans have always been 
imposed on the grounds of public interest, environmental protection, and 
social equity, it is still a post-contractual action that violates a lease’s 
conditions. 
 
To further investigate the relationship, Lai (1998: 262-265) clearly 
stated the differences between the two planning systems.  The first main 
difference is the “question of consent”.  As leases are contractual 
documents between the government and individuals, they are always 
mutually agreed upon.  Their conditions constitute a voluntary 
acceptance by the public through tenders or auctions, which represent a 
freedom of compliance.  If the public does not agree with a lease’s 
condition, there is no way for the government to force people to be 
landowners.  Moreover, the price of a plot of land is subject to 
conditions.  Lai (2005: 17) used the term “vote with their cash” to 
describe this kind of “planning by consent” or “planning by contract”.  
However, statutory plans do not have this kind of consent, as mentioned, 
for they are just obligatory and unilaterally impose an extra control layer 
over land. 
 
- 13 - 
The second main difference is that “planning by contract” can be a 
“forward planning” device.
17
  Lai (1998: 265) thought that a lease’s 
conditions had already been very detailed and extensive in explaining 
planning issues.  There are two kinds of planning condition in leases.  
The first relates to parking standards, environment protection standards, 
and “DDH clauses,”
18
 while the second relates to technical 
assessments.
19
  All these planning aspects are implemented before a 
contract and development take effect.  Therefore, planning by contract is 
a kind of forward planning.  For any changes in development controls, 
lease modifications can be made.  The government can also add new 
clauses to leases when modifications are necessary (Lai 2005: 17).  Lai 
(1998: 263-265) also found that the development of new towns usually 
commence according to “planning by contract” under the leasehold 
system with administrative town plans, and statutory planning just 
“catching up” after the major development.  He arrived at this finding by 
comparing the covering date of the first administrative plan and the first 
statutory plan of each new town, which greatly strengthened the idea of 
“forward planning” in the “planning by contact”.  Ho (2000) followed 
this rationale and performed a more detailed study, with similar results.  
Bristow (1989) earlier provided very detailed descriptions of the 
development of new towns in Hong Kong before 1989, for example Sha 
Tin, Tuen Mun, and Junk Bay.  I will further discuss these aspects later. 
 
 
                                                 
17
 It is similar meanings of “development planning” and “guiding development”. 
18
 They are the design, disposition, and height clauses. 
19
 They are the transport, environmental, and drainage impact assessments. 
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In addition to the above differences, Lai (1998: 265-271) pointed out 
the advantages of leases over statutory planning, including the aspects of 
development controls and enforcement, encouraging proper development, 
ensuring fair and proper post-development transactions, respecting 
private property rights, and taxing development gains.  He (2004) 
examined “planning by contract” from the economic viewpoint of 
“Spontaneous Catallacis” by Hayek
20
 and Mises.  Lai stated that a 
planning system (leasehold system) that exposed any government 
planning proposal to market competition was most conducive to wealth 
creation.  In other words, “planning by contract” has the advantage of 
following market forces, while “planning by edict” does not. 
 
The above evidence can clearly show that statutory planning is an 
additional control over contractual planning.  In many cases, the prime 
mover behind development is “planning by contract” with administrative 
town plans, and statutory planning is often just a compromise (Lai 2004: 
165; Lai 2005: 17).  Apart from new town cases, this argument can be 
further demonstrated by history, as “planning by contract” has been used 
since 1842, while “planning by edict” was launched in 1939.  In other 
words, planning in Hong Kong was solely determined by “planning by 
contract” and has had a long and successful track record.  In that case, 
                                                 
20
 “To understand our civilization, one must appreciate that the extended order 
resulted not from human design or intention, but spontaneously: it arose from 
intentionally conforming to certain traditional and largely moral practices, many if 
which men tend to dislike, whose significance they usually fail to understand, whose 
validity that cannot prove, and which have nonetheless fairly rapidly spread by the 
means of an evolutionary selection – the comparative increase of population and 
wealth – of those groups that happened to follow them” (Hayek 1988:6; Lai 2004a). 
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what are the disadvantages of and problems with “planning by contract”? 
 
Some have argued that the leases could provide certainty just like 
statutory plans, even if they are not flexible as statutory controls.  
Bristow (1984: 161) mentioned that lease controls had the great 
advantage of inherent flexibility in that each lot could theoretically be 
controlled in detail on an individual basis.  However, they were 
extremely inflexible in the sense that lease conditions only had to be 
imposed when lease sales or modifications occurred, and that was not 
often.  Fung (1988: 22) also raised similar ideas on the inflexibility of 
lease controls.  Yeh (1992: 16; 1994: 13) added that there were many 
cases in which the lease conditions failed to be effective mechanisms of 
development control and caused incompatible land use and environment 
problems, making it impossible to achieve the objectives of the zoning 
plans.  He thought that statutory planning was more “flexible” for 
development controls. 
 
This “flexibility” issue is arguable and depends on the meaning of 
“flexibility”.  Ho (2000: 37) responded that above views were from the 
easing of government intervention, but the view was problematic because 
leases are mutual agreements.  Lai (1998: 254-255) also argued that the 
other “inflexibility” of statutory plans was the long and formal procedure 
of statutory plans’ production.  Leases can be modified to make them 
not less “flexible” than statutory planning.  Amid the changes in Hong 
Kong society, Lai (2005: 18) expressed another idea that “planning by 
contract” may not be adequate nowadays, and an additional layer of 
- 16 - 
“planning by edict” was apparently necessary.  A new interface between 
the two systems is essential for complying with the central ideas of 
sustainable development.  
 
Administrative Town Plans and  
Statutory Town Plans 
Three-tier Plans System 
The hierarchy of town plans in Hong Kong is carried out at three 
levels: territorial, sub-regional, and district planning (Planning 
Department 1995: 7).  All these plans are prepared under Hong Kong 
Planning Standards and Guidelines (HKPSG).  The details of the 
hierarchy are showed in Figure 2.1. 
 
At the territorial level, there was a Hong Kong Outline Plan (HKPO) 
in the 1970s, after which the HKPO was divided into the HKPSG and the 
territorial development planning strategy.  During the 1980s, the 
Territorial Development Strategy (TDS) was formulated, and it was used 
to provide a long term planning framework for the integration of 
government policies on land use, transport infrastructure development, 
and environmental matters (Planning Department 1995: 8; Lai 1999a: 72).  
Furthermore, all other levels of planning are based on the TDS.  
 
Within the framework of TDS, there are Sub-regional Development 
Strategies (SRDS) with five sub-regions in Hong Kong (i.e., the 
Metropolitan area, the Northeast New Territories, the Northwest New 
Territories, the Southeast New Territories, and the Southwest New 
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Territories).  The Metropolitan area includes Hong Kong Island, 
Kowloon, and the Tsuen Wan area.  It comprises a series of plans and 
development statements that are more detailed and based on territorial 
goals (Planning Department 1995: 10).  The development statements 
also greatly affect district planning and guide the drafting of 
administrative plans.  Lai (1999a: 73) mentioned that both the TDS and 
SRDS are reviewed and revised continuously, and this practice also 
complies with the 1948 Abercrombie reports for the continuous 
amendments.  None of the strategies is enforced or prepared by 
legislation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2.1. Hierarchy of Plans  
Source: Hong Kong Government, Planning Department. 1995 Town Planning in Hong 
Kong: A Quick Reference. Hong Kong: Government Printer. 7. 
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District plans are more detailed and larger-scaled, and are used to 
translate the board planning principles identified in the territorial and sub 
regional levels to the local levels (Planning Department 1995: 12).  The 
district plans, which are zoning plans, are divided into two types, namely 
statutory and administrative town plans.  I am mainly concerned about 
district plans in this dissertation, and will discuss them in detail with their 
roles below. 
 
Statutory Town Plans 
According to the Town Planning Ordinance, statutory plans are 
prepared by the TPB and include OZPs, DPA Plans, Urban Renewal 
Authority Development Scheme Plans, and Land Development 
Corporation Development Scheme Plans (Planning Department 2006b).  
Statutory plans are important tools under “planning by edict”.  As for 
the Urban Renewal Authority Development Scheme Plan and Land 
Development Corporation Development Scheme Plan, they are not very 
much in the numbers, so I will not discuss them in detail in this 
dissertation.  The current OZPs and DPA Plans consist of two legal parts, 
namely the Plans and the Notes.  The Plans are maps, which are usually 
in the scale of 1:5000, with zoning that shows the proposed land uses and 
main road systems in individual planning scheme areas (Bristow 1984: 
181; Planning Department 1995: 12).  The Notes set out the Schedule of 
Uses that are always permitted (Column 1) in a particular zone and those 
(Column 2) for which the TPB’s permission must be sought (Planning 
Department 1995: 12).  The uses for each zone may vary with different 
plans.  Apart from use controls, the remarks of the Notes may also 
- 19 - 
control development density, such as restrictions in height, plot ratio, and 
GFA.  An example of the Notes is shown in Appendix 1. 
 
Furthermore, there is also an Explanatory Statement attached to the 
OZPs and DPA Plans.  I should point out that this Explanatory Statement 
is not a part of the statutory plans, and it does not have any legal power 
(Bristow 1984: 181).  Bristow (1984: 181) described that an Explanatory 
Statement normally contains a brief history of previous plans, a 
description of their planning areas, the major objective of the plans, 
descriptive outlines of the major land-use zoning and communications 
proposals, and other related information, such as population.  Although 
an Explanatory Statement is not a legal document, it can also serve as 
evidence in court, as it did during the Henderson case (Lai 1999b: 
211-243).
21
  Moreover, all temporary land uses are not covered under the 
OZPs. 
 
Ho (2000: 19-22) provided a very detailed study of the history of 
OZPs.  He found that the first statutory plan was the Yau Ma Tei Outline 
Development Plan No. LK2/18, which was exhibited on 11 November 
1955.  This was a reminder that both statutory plans and administrative 
plans were also called “Outline Development Plans” from the 1950s to 
1960s.  The Yau Ma Tei Outline Development Plan had statutory power 
and was consistent with the nature of OZPs today.  Therefore, it is still 
considered Hong Kong’s first OZP.  Before the 1970s, most OZPs were 
                                                 
21
 Henderson Real Estate Agency Limited vs. Lo Chai Wan (for and on behalf of the 
Town Planning Board), Privy Council Appeal No, 54 of 1996. 
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simple, with zoning maps and notes.  But by 1974, because of the 
uncertainty over OZPs, the Singway Case made all OZPs null and void.  
As mentioned above, an amendment to the Town Planning Ordinance 
solved the problem and ensured the power and format of current OZPs.  
In 1971, OZPs started to control development density.  This was first 
evident in OZP No. LK15/35.  In the Crozet Case,
22
 the court further 
affirmed that the TPB had the power to decide the plot ratio of an area 
under Section 3 of the Town Planning Ordinance (Ho 2000: 26-28). 
 
In 1983, another important case, the Melhado Case,
23
 led to the 
production of DPA Plans and “Rural Outline Zoning Plans” in 1991.  
This case led to the discovery that all Block Crown Leases in rural areas 
were only descriptive, instead of restrictive, of uses, and the open storage 
of agricultural lands could not be controlled under the Buildings 
Ordinance because they were not buildings.  Therefore, there was no 
way for the government to regulate changes in open storage use in the 
rural areas of the New Territories.  For this reason, as mentioned, the 
Town Planning (Amendment) Ordinance 1991 was introduced, which 
extended the ordinance to regulate non-urban areas and gave it direct 
enforcement power (Lai, et al. 2004: 9). 
 
Under the 1991 amendment, DPA Plans and Interim Development 
Permission Areas (IDPA) Plans were produced with direct enforcement.  
Moreover, DPA Plans were just interim planning tools, and they were 
                                                 
22
 Crozet Ltd. vs. Attorney General HCMP 409/73. 
23
 Attorney General vs. Melhado Investment Ltd. [1983] HKLR 327. 
- 21 - 
normally in effect for only three years.  They would be replaced by 
OZPs, called “Rural Outline Zoning Plans”
24
 after the three years were 
up, and the direct enforcement power of the DPA Plans would also be 
transferred to the OZPs (Planning Department 1995: 15; Ho 2000: 30).  
The first OZP for a rural area was issued in 1994.  Planning by edict for 
a rural area has been around for less than 17 years, and therefore, when 
comparing the administrative plans, I will not count “rural OZPs” in this 
dissertation. 
 
The process of preparing statutory plans is demonstrated in Figure 
2.2.  All statutory plans are prepared by the TPB under the instruction of 
the Hong Kong Government’s Executive Council.  The draft plans are 
also circulated to different departments and planning committees, like the 
Metro Planning Committee (MPC) and Rural and New Town Planning 
Committee (RNTPC).  After they are shown to the public, the plans will 
be approved by the Chief Executive in Council.  Moreover, both draft 
plans and approved plans have statutory power.   
 
The roles of OZPs are not clear.  In its 1990 annual report, the TPB 
stated that the two main functions of OZPs were to “guiding 
development” and “act as a development control tool” (Ho 2000: 14).  
However, Bristow (1989), Lai (1998), and Ho (2000) also found that 
there were many cases that showed that OZPs were drafted after the 
development of an area.  Lai (1998: 263) declared that statutory zoning 
                                                 
24
 This is not an official name used by the Planning Department, as they are also 
officially known as OZPs. 
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Figure 2.2. Statutory Plan-making Process  
Source: Hong Kong Government, Planning Department. 1995 Town Planning in Hong 
Kong: A Quick Reference. Hong Kong: Government Printer. 22. & Hong Kong 
Government, Planning Department. 2006a How to Participate in Statutory 
Plan-making Process [online]. Hong Kong: Planning Department. Available from: 
<http://www.info.gov.hk/tpb/pdf/pamphlet/plan-making_e.pdf> [Accessed 11-12-06]  
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was “a development control” rather than “a forward planning device”.  
In order to investigate this statement, as mentioned in the part of the Dual 
Planning System, by comparing the covering date of the first 
administrative plan to the first statutory plan, Ho (2000) performed an 
empirical study on this aspect using Lai’s (1998) rationale.  He found 
that among 20 planning areas on Hong Kong Island, 11 of them had 
administrative plans covering the area before the OZPs, and the greatest 
time lag was 18 years.  Studies of Kowloon and the New Territories also 
produced similar results.  Furthermore, there were a few areas that were 
only covered by administrative town plans in 2000. 
 
Using these findings, Ho (2000: 63) concluded that OZPs or statutory 
plans only had the role of confirming uses that were already developed.  
They acted as development control tools that monitor changes in use, 
redevelopments, and new developments after the imposition of OZPs.  
Lai (2004: 165) also stated that the prime movers behind development 
planning and controls have always been land leases with administrative 
plans.  Statutory zoning plans have worked best when they simply 
reflect or follow the pattern of existing development.  However, by 
observing the new planning areas, like the Kai Tak and Central Extension 
developments, Ho (2000: 64) also found that there was an increasing 
trend in the role of OZPs for “guiding development,” which meant 
forward planning.  In these areas, there were only OZPs, but no 
administrative plans, in 2000.  This showed that the role of OZPs could 
evolve. 
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Furthermore, Ho (2000: 80) discovered that there was a trend of 
increasing the restrictive and specific nature of OZPs.  For example, the 
number of residential zones increased, with more restrictions, during 
recent decades.
25
  The percentage of plans with specific controls also 
increased from 12.5% in 1971 to 94.4% in 1999.  Referring to the trend 
of OZPs in the above paragraph, Ho (2000: 87) summarized that the role 
of OZPs in land development was becoming increasingly important, and 
there could be a chance that they (planning by edict) were displacing 
lease controls (planning by contract).  If this is true, there will be great 
changes to Hong Kong’s planning system with unknown implications.  
As it is too early to investigate this aspect further at this time, I will 
further discuss and analyze the roles of OZPs again using statistics and 
case studies, as well as compare administrative town plans. 
 
Administrative town plans 
Administrative plans are also known as departmental plans 
(“administrative plans” is used in this dissertation).  Unlike OZPs, they 
are non-statutory and used by government departments only (Planning 
Department 1995: 16).  At the district level, they include the ODPs and 
LPs.  Lai (2005: 17) stated that these “wider layouts” (ODPs and LPs) 
were first produced by military engineers and then by chartered surveyors, 
who were not known as “town planners”.  Moreover, ODPs have been 
used to develop new towns since the 1970s.  
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 R(A), R(B) first existed in 1967.  R(C) first existed in 1979.  R(D) first existed 
in 1994.  R(E) first existed in 1999. 
- 25 - 
ODPs are usually drawn in the scale of 1:2,500 or 1:5,000, either of 
which would give more detail than an OZP (Bristow 1984: 181). They are 
used as a guide for development programming, development controls, 
land sales, and the reservation and allocation of government sites 
(Planning Department 1995: 16).  Bristow (1984: 181) also expressed 
that ODPs had the functions of identifying sites, controlling major private 
or public redevelopment, classifying density zoning standards, and 
preparing for the use of Government Lease conditions in formulating 
lease conditions and conditions of grant for new development projects.  
Lai (1998) also mentioned that, ODPs were related to the leasehold 
system and “planning by contract” that we already discussed.  Bristow 
(1989: 142) further expressed that more detailed planning at the site level 
for individual planning areas were shown in the ODPs.
26
 
 
Each ODP contains a zoning plan with an Explanatory Statement.  
The plans are very similar to the OZPs, even if some of the names of the 
zones and the details are different.  For example, the Residential - Zone 
1 (R1) is used instead of Residential (Group A) zone in ODPs.  They 
also provide more details of public utilities and roads, while some of 
them are linked to other department plans.  The content of the 
Explanatory Statement is also similar to that of the OZPs, and often 
includes the background of the plan, general information on the area, an 
explanation of the zoning, and the utilities and communications in the 
area.  The largest difference in the OZPs’ Explanatory Statement is the 
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 Bristow, Roger. 1989 Hong Kong New Towns – A Selective Review, Hong Kong: 
Oxford University Press.142. 
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comparison with the HKPSG in the ODPs, in which the existing 
provisions of services and utilities are weighed against the theoretical 
planning standards and requirements. 
 
Compared to ODPs, LPs have an even larger scale of 1:5,000 to 
1:1,000, as they are used for small areas that are usually contained within 
the ODPs (Bristow 1984: 191).  As referenced in Bristow’s book (1984: 
191), LPs associate with the physical implementation of actual 
development schemes, showing the details of road designs, uses, types, 
and extents of developments at all development sites and the provisions 
of open space.  Their other functions are similar to that of ODPs. 
 
Furthermore, from the above functions, we can recognize that while 
ODPs and LPs are only non-statutory plans, they do not have a “no legal 
effect”.  Actually, Lai (1998: 257) expressed that they affect those lease 
conditions and modifications that have a legal effect and implications. 
 
Regarding ODPs, Bristow (1984: 181) added that they are subject to 
constant amendments.  Lai (1999: 70-75) connected this opinion to the 
idea of “development planning,” which Abercrombie (1948) suggested.  
“Development planning” means a continuous reassessment and 
re-planning for the future in light of new information instead of rigid 
commitment to an end state.  It also means persuading development by 
the government under Abercrombie’s example (Lai 1999: 74).  Lai 
thought that ODPs and LPs were tools for development planning at the 
district level, and they were “persuasive” in the sense that they coordinate 
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site formations and road formations, establish water supplies and sewage 
facilities, and provide public utility services.  Also, to remain consistent 
with their part of planning by contract, ODPs are deemed the prime 
movers behind development under the idea of “development planning”.  
However, there have been no further studies on the history and evolution 
of administrative plans in Hong Kong in recent years. 
 
The procedures for drafting administrative town plans are also 
included in the circulation to different departments and committees,
27
 
they are not approved by the Chief Executive, but instead by the 
Secretary for Housing, Planning and Lands (SHPL). The details are 
shown in Figure 2.3. 
 
As with OZPs, the roles of ODPs and LPs are not very clear and 
could be changed over time.  The relationship between statutory and 
administrative plans is also ambiguous.  The Planning Department (1995: 
16) stated that in theory: 
 
ODPs are prepared with in the framework of relevant SRDS and 
OZPs, and show greater details of development proposals.
28
 
 
However, the above statement may not be correct in some cases, as 
Bristow (1989: 116) mentioned that: 
 
                                                 
27
 For example, see the Committee on Planning and Land Development (CPLD). 
28
 Hong Kong Government, Planning Department, 1995.  Town Planning in Hong 
Kong: A Quick Reference. Hong Kong: Government Printer. 16. 
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The most usual linkage operates sequentially, in that the statutory 
Outline Zoning Plan is based on the more detailed Outline 
Development Plan and most often follows it, but such a system 
also allows planning to proceed on a non-statutory basis alone.
29
 
 
The two statements contradict each other.  Furthermore, as mentioned 
before, the issue dates of the first administrative plans were usually prior 
to those for the first statutory plans, which showed that it was impossible 
for ODPs to follow OZPs in preparation.  However, there has been no 
empirical analysis of this aspect of planning in Hong Kong, so the 
situation is still unclear and could have changed in recent years, as Ho 
(2000) found out.  Therefore, in this dissertation, I will test the role of 
and the relationship between statutory and administrative plans in detail. 
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 Bristow, Roger, 1989. Hong Kong New Towns – A Selective Review, Hong Kong: 
Oxford University Press.116. 
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Figure 2.3. Administrative Plan-making Process  
Source: Hong Kong Government, Planning Department. 1995 Town Planning in Hong 
Kong: A Quick Reference. Hong Kong: Government Printer. 23. (Amended) 
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CHAPTER 3 
HYPOTHESES AND METHODOLOGY 
 
Hypotheses 
As discussed in Chapter 2, the role of and relationship between 
administrative and statutory town plans are unclear and contradictory.  
In several new town cases, they showed that the administrative town 
plans appeared much earlier than the statutory plans.  Administrative 
town plans were likely to be the prime movers behind new developments 
in the past, but the roles might have changed over time, as Ho (2000) 
found, so the present situation is also unknown.  In order to find out the 
relationship between administrative and statutory town plans and to test 
whether there were any changes in roles, I need to test two hypotheses. 
 
Hypothesis 1 
Administrative town plans were the prime movers behind development, 
and hence, they preceded the production of statutory plans in developed 
areas. 
 
Hypothesis 2 
Administrative town plans remain the prime movers behind development, 
and hence, they preceded the production of statutory plans in developing 
areas. 
 
For Hypothesis 1, I will test the situation of the two plans over the 
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past few decades in developed areas.  Although the results were stated in 
past literature, as mentioned in Chapter 2, I will use new data to test it 
again.  For Hypothesis 2, I will test a similar hypothesis for recently 
developing areas.  If I can refute only one of them, I would show that 
there have been changes in the prime mover behind development. 
 
Methodology 
This dissertation focuses on the two kinds of district town plan.  To 
evaluate the two hypotheses above, I will employ two methodologies (i.e., 
the statistical study and case study). 
 
Statistical Study 
The first methodology is to find out the annual production figures for 
the two types of plans for the period ranging from the earliest district plan 
to 2005.  This would be a statistical study for quantity data to show the 
“production frequency” of the two plans.  For statutory town plans, this 
would be done by searching the OZPs, DAP Plans, IDAP Plans, Urban 
Renewal Authority Development Scheme Plans, and Land Development 
Corporation Development Scheme Plans historic data in the Planning 
Enquiry Counter of the Planning Department.  Thus, I can 
systematically trace the exhibition dates, as well as the plan numbers, of 
all statutory plans, including the old and current plans.  The data should 
also be highly accurate. 
 
In the case of administrative town plans, as there is no integrated and 
systematic data base compiled by the government for public inspection, I 
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would have to trace them using several methods.  The current ODPs and 
LPs are available at the Planning Enquiry Counter of the Planning 
Department, and the data for the old administrative town plans could also 
be shown in the Explanatory Notes of the current administrative plans.  
Moreover, the Annual Reports of the Public Works Department 
(1963-1977), Bristow’s books (1984; 1989), the Planning Department’s 
website,
30
 information obtained from the District Planning Office of the 
Planning Department, and Government Records Service files also 
provided details of the relevant dates of the old administrative town plans.  
Integrated, the above sources, which constitute most of the data for the 
administrative town plans, can be found.  However, there may still be 
missing plans that have not been traced, so there could have been some 
data loss.  To avoid the adverse effect of data loss, the statutory plans do 
not cover rural areas before 1991, instead focusing only on Hong Kong 
Island, Kowloon,
31
 and the New Towns, which can provide more certain 
and long term data.  Also, I did not examine all minor amendments to 
the plans. 
 
Moreover, there are a few different dates used for administrative 
town plans, namely the Date of Approval, Date of Amendment, Date of 
Adoption, and Date of Circulation.  As only a few administrative plans 
were approved, certain dates were not available or could not be found for 
some of the plans.  The use sequences of the different dates in the data 
will be in the following order: Date of Adoption, Date of Circulation, 
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 The Planning Department’s website is: http://www.pland.gov.hk. 
31
 Kowloon District includes New Kowloon in this dissertation. 
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Date of Amendment, and Date of Approval.  The above limitations mean 
that the information on administrative town plans in this dissertation only 
provides approximate data.  Furthermore, because the names of ODPs 
and OZPs were also called “Outline Development Plans” from the 1950s 
to the 1960s, there might have been errors in the data for the plans.  
However, these errors and limitations are not serious, and they cannot 
affect the overall results. 
 
The classification of planning areas in both administrative town plans 
and statutory plans follows the latest classification adopted by the 
Planning Department.  However, I could not check the old district areas 
of the past, and some of the areas, especially those in the New Territories, 
covered by the two plans were different.  Hence, there was a large 
chance of error.  Also, some of the planning areas could have been 
joined due to the different classifications of the two plans, and I will give 
details of this in the next chapter.  I will also present the data for 
statistical research using tables and graphs, which can easily compare 
administrative and statutory town plans directly to show their 
relationship. 
 
Case Study 
The second methodology is to carry out case studies for recently 
developed and developing areas.  I chose five study areas, namely 
Tseung Kwan O (TKO), Tung Chung (I-TCTC), Southwest Kowloon 
(K20), Central (Extension) (H24), and Wan Chai North (H25).  This will 
be a qualitative study of selected areas or sites and will attempt to find out 
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the latest roles and relationships between the two plans using a more 
focused view.  In addition to providing the general information for and 
history of these areas, I will examine the sets of statutory plans and 
administrative plans with their Zoning Plans, Notes, and Explanatory 
Statements.  However, for the case study, due to difficulties in searching 
for past administrative plans, I will only compare and study the latest 
administrative and all the statutory plans. 
 
Furthermore, I have consulted books, websites, theses, and journals 
in order to obtain extra information for this dissertation. 
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CHAPTER 4 
FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS 
 
Findings of the Statistical study 
As discussed in Chapter 2, the role of and the relationship between 
statutory and administrative town plans are not very clear.  There have 
also been doubts over the role of OZPs in “guiding development”.  
Although Lai (1998) and Ho (2000) already performed detailed studies to 
compare the covering date of the first plan in respect of the two 
aforementioned plans in most planning areas, there still have not been any 
detailed and empirical studies for all district plans over the past few 
decades.  In this part, as mentioned in Chapter 3, I will perform a 
statistical study that attempts to find out the adoption, circulation, 
preparation, or exhibition date of all OZPs, DPA plans, ODPs, and LPs.  
My aim is to obtain the quantity data showing the “production activity” 
and the “production frequency” of the two plans, respectively.  I hope 
that the results can reflect or provide more evidence on the roles and 
situations of the two plans.  This should be the first study for this topic. 
 
I have divided the data into three main parts, namely Hong Kong 
Island, Kowloon, and the New Town.  I further divided each part into 
different planning areas according to the statutory plan classification 
adopted by the Planning Department.  I will show part of the detailed 
division of area in the map in Appendix 2.  Note that the Kowloon 
districts include New Kowloon with the “K” in the planning area name, 
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while Tsuen Wan and Tsing Yi, which lack a “K” in the planning area 
name, are classified as New Town districts.  H22 of the administrative 
plan has already been incorporated into the H20 of the statutory planning 
area, so I will only use an area of “H20 & H22”
32
 in the following tables.  
Similar cases will be found in the planning areas of H15 & H16,
33
 K6 & 
K7,
34
 K13 & K17,
35
 and TW & TWW.
36
  However, I should mention 
again that there may be some missing administrative town plans. 
 
The data for each year’s planned production figures is shown in 
Appendices 3 to 5.  Appendix 3 shows the data for Hong Kong Island, 
which consists of 21 planning areas, while Appendix 4 and Appendix 5 
show the figures for Kowloon and the New Towns, respectively.  Table 
4.1 summarizes all the above data.  The numbers in the table refer to the 
number of plans issued or approved for each year.  Simply put, in the 
following tables and graphs, “Adm. P.” represents all the administrative 
town plans and “Sta. P.” represents all the statutory town plans.  
Furthermore, the original data for the plan’s numbers and issue dates is 
stated in Appendices 6 to 8
37
 for extra reference.  In the case of a plan 
that was produced in the example, “72-73,” I will use 1972 as the result.  
Also, those plans with unknown or unsure dates will be shown in the row 
labeled “unknown” in the tables. 
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 That is the planning area of Chai Wan and Siu Sai Wan. 
33
 That is the planning area of Aberdeen and Ap Lei Chau. 
34
 That is the planning area of Ho Man Tin. 
35
 That is the planning area of Ngau Tau Kok and Kowloon Bay. 
36
 That is the planning area of Tsuen Wan and Tsuen Wan West. 
37
 Appendix 6 shows the data for Hong Kong Island.  Appendix 7 shows the data for 
Kowloon.  Appendix 8 shows the data for the New Territories. 
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Table 4.1. Summary Table on the Plan Production Statistics 
HONG KONG ISLAND KOWLOON NEW TOWNS HK (Except NT Rural Area) 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Year Adm. P. Sta. P. 
1953 1 0 1953 0 0 1953 0 0 1953 1 0 
1954 0 0 1954 0 0 1954 0 0 1954 0 0 
1955 3 0 1955 0 1 1955 0 0 1955 3 1 
1956 2 0 1956 1 2 1956 2 0 1956 5 2 
1957 0 0 1957 0 2 1957 0 0 1957 0 2 
1958 1 2 1958 1 3 1958 0 0 1958 2 5 
1959 1 0 1959 3 3 1959 0 0 1959 4 3 
1960 0 0 1960 0 4 1960 2 0 1960 2 4 
1961 19 1 1961 2 0 1961 4 2 1961 25 3 
1962 1 1 1962 1 0 1962 0 0 1962 2 1 
1963 2 1 1963 10 0 1963 7 1 1963 19 2 
1964 5 2 1964 6 3 1964 8 0 1964 19 5 
1965 5 3 1965 7 2 1965 10 1 1965 22 6 
1966 1 0 1966 35 0 1966 10 1 1966 46 1 
1967 1 2 1967 1 5 1967 3 2 1967 5 9 
1968 3 2 1968 1 2 1968 4 0 1968 8 4 
1969 0 2 1969 7 4 1969 4 0 1969 11 6 
1970 1 3 1970 3 2 1970 1 0 1970 5 5 
1971 2 2 1971 4 4 1971 9 2 1971 15 8 
1972 6 2 1972 13 5 1972 14 2 1972 33 9 
1973 2 5 1973 7 3 1973 7 2 1973 16 10 
1974 1 3 1974 7 0 1974 2 1 1974 10 4 
1975 2 5 1975 8 3 1975 3 1 1975 13 9 
1976 1 7 1976 17 7 1976 5 2 1976 23 16 
1977 0 3 1977 27 1 1977 11 2 1977 38 6 
1978 6 4 1978 27 6 1978 15 4 1978 48 14 
1979 5 2 1979 9 3 1979 9 0 1979 23 5 
1980 1 4 1980 11 4 1980 16 2 1980 28 10 
1981 10 7 1981 5 4 1981 13 3 1981 28 14 
1982 8 2 1982 12 3 1982 24 1 1982 44 6 
1983 11 6 1983 6 3 1983 39 5 1983 56 14 
1984 9 2 1984 8 7 1984 38 7 1984 55 16 
1985 9 11 1985 20 9 1985 57 6 1985 86 26 
1986 9 14 1986 8 8 1986 53 5 1986 70 27 
1987 10 7 1987 7 12 1987 45 4 1987 62 23 
1988 7 13 1988 13 9 1988 32 4 1988 52 26 
1989 8 7 1989 4 6 1989 58 5 1989 69 18 
1990 0 8 1990 7 6 1990 34 8 1990 41 22 
1991 0 5 1991 1 6 1991 30 5 1991 31 16 
1992 7 2 1992 16 8 1992 15 5 1992 38 15 
1993 8 7 1993 11 22 1993 16 3 1993 35 32 
1994 3 12 1994 0 8 1994 19 12 1994 22 32 
1995 0 6 1995 1 8 1995 23 5 1995 24 19 
1996 1 4 1996 7 7 1996 21 8 1996 29 19 
1997 2 2 1997 0 14 1997 12 12 1997 14 28 
1998 0 13 1998 1 24 1998 10 11 1998 11 48 
1999 4 34 1999 5 22 1999 23 19 1999 32 75 
2000 5 28 2000 8 27 2000 15 18 2000 28 73 
2001 4 34 2001 4 32 2001 15 23 2001 23 89 
2002 1 29 2002 2 31 2002 15 22 2002 18 82 
2003 1 21 2003 1 28 2003 3 14 2003 5 63 
2004 0 14 2004 0 17 2004 0 16 2004 0 47 
2005 0 14 2005 0 19 2005 5 12 2005 5 45 
Unknown 15 0 Unknown 16 0 Unknown 27 0 Unknown 58 0 
TOTAL 204 358 TOTAL 371 409 TOTAL 787 258 TOTAL 1362 1025 
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The data in Appendices 6 to 8 shows that the earliest district plan is 
the 1953 Administrative Layout Plan, No. LH 15/6, in Aberdeen and Ap 
Lei Chau (called Little Hong Kong at that time), and the first statutory 
plan is the 1955 Yau Ma Tei Outline Development Plan (statutory plan), 
No. LK2/18.  This was consistent with Ho’s (2000: 21) findings and 
represents the 50-year history of district town plans in accordance with 
current practices.  Therefore, the data base represents the period from 
1953 to 2005 in this dissertation. 
 
Following the rationale of Lai (1998) and Ho (2000), I can show the 
issue date of the first plan in each district in the data again.  As my 
search method is different, the results of this dissertation were a bit 
different during the year of the first plan, however, while the main ideas 
of Lai and Ho’s results were not affected. 
 
In the results, of the 21 planning areas on Hong Kong Island, 13 of 
them were administrative plans that came out prior to the statutory plans.  
In Kowloon, ten out of 19 planning areas were in the same situation.  
The New Towns also gave a similar outcome (nine of 13 planning areas 
were operated by the administrative plans in the beginning).  The 
longest time lag was 36 years in TKO in the New Towns.  However, 
there were some areas that did not show the same results, as the time lags 
of the two plans varied from one year to 36 years in different areas.  
Hence, it was impossible to find out or calculate a general time lag 
between the production of administrative plans and statutory plans. 
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Furthermore, I observed that no new urban developmenting areas 
were in the above situation.  In the Central District (Extension) (H24), 
Wan Chai North (H25), Kai Tak North (K19), and Kai Tak South (K21), 
the first statutory plans came out before the administrative town plans.  
Until recently, all of them lacked administrative plans.  This reaffirmed 
the findings of Ho (2000) and showed that most of the new developments 
in the metropolitan areas had already changed the practice of using 
administrative plans as the prime movers behind development.  In this 
sense, the above findings may not refute Hypothesis 1, but instead refute 
Hypothesis 2 on Kowloon and Hong Kong Island, which show a change 
in the roles of district town plans.  I shall conduct further statistical and 
case studies to ascertain this preliminary result. 
 
Unlike the metropolitan area, the New Towns did not provide a clear 
picture.  A search of Ma On Shan (MOS) did not turn up any 
administrative plans, and the first statutory plan was exhibited to the 
public in 1991.  But most of the other new towns, including the newest 
new town, Tung Chung (I-TCTC), continued to use the “old practice” of 
issuing the administrative plans before the appearance of statutory plans.  
The first administrative district plan for Tung Chung was approved in 
1993,
38
 while the first statutory plan appeared in 1994.
39
  Although the 
time lag between the two plans became shorter, there were no obvious 
changes in the latest situation to support both hypotheses.  I will present 
a case study of the New Towns in the next section. 
                                                 
38
 Layout Plan No. L/I-TCTC/1 exhibited on 7 June 1993. 
39
 Outline Zoning Plan No. S/I-TCTC/1 exhibited on 14 January 1994. 
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Apart from being used in the investigation of the first issue date of 
the administrative and statutory plans, the data also showed the numbers 
of district plans and the frequency of issuing new plans or amendments to 
existing plans.  These refer to the “production activities” and “rate of 
production” of the plans.  This data is shown more clearly in Figures 
4.1 to 4.4, which are divided into Hong Kong Island, Kowloon, and the 
New Towns, plus a summary for all of Hong Kong (except rural areas). 
 
Table 4.1 indicates that the statutory town plans for Hong Kong 
Island and Kowloon outnumbered the administrative town plans.  For 
example, Hong Kong Island received 358 statutory plans from 1953 to 
2005, but only 204 administrative plans.  The difference between the 
two plans in Kowloon was smaller (about 30).  By using this data in 
Figure 4.1 and Figure 4.2, I easily found out the important patterns of 
the plan productions. 
 
For Hong Kong Island,
40
 the administrative plans’ production rate 
was quite constant throughout the decades, which saw about four to ten 
plans annually.  However, the production of statutory plans was greatly 
amplified during the late 1990s to 2000s.  In other words, this meant that 
the frequency of issuing new statutory plans or amendments to existing 
plans largely increased, and the highest number of statutory plans 
produced was over 30 plans per year in 1999 and 2001 for 21 planning 
areas! 
                                                 
40
 As shown in Figure 4.1. 
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Figure 4.1. Comparison of District Plan Production of Hong Kong Island 
(1953-2005) 
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Figure 4.2. Comparison of District Plan Production of Kowloon 
(1953-2005) 
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Compare of District Plan Production of New Towns (1953-2005)
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Figure 4.3. Comparison of District Plan Production of New Towns 
(1953-2005) 
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Figure 4.4. Comparison of District Plan Production of the Whole Hong 
Kong (Except Rural Area) (1953-2005) 
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Take Pok Fu Lam (H10) as an example.  The first administration 
plan for this area was issued in 1971,
41
 and there have been 14 ODPs 
issued quite evenly each year in the subsequent years, with the latest 
administration plan issued in 2001.
42
  As for statutory plans, the first one 
appeared in 1986
43
 and underwent 13 major amendments until 2005.  
However, ten out of the 13 amendments were made every year from 1998 
to 2005 showing that there was a much higher volume of amendments 
during that period. 
 
The situation of the statutory plans for Kowloon was similar to that 
for Hong Kong Island (i.e., the rate of production has increased since the 
1990s).  However, the production of administrative plans was different.  
They were produced quite frequently during the 1960s to 1970s, with 35 
new plans coming out in 1966 alone.
44
  Then the production rate 
decreased in subsequent years, with none produced in 2004 and 2005. 
 
The New Towns
45
 are quite different from Hong Kong Island and 
Kowloon in the ratio of their plans.  The number of administrative plans 
for this area (787) was about three times the number of statutory plans 
(258).  However, the pattern of planning for the New Towns was similar 
to that for the metropolitan area.  The highest production rate for 
administrative plans occurred during the 1980s, when up to 50 plans per 
                                                 
41
 Administrative Plan No. LH10/25b was issued in 1971. 
42
 Outline Development Plan No. D/H10N/A was issued on 1 October 2001. 
43
 Outline Zoning Plan No S/H10/1 was exhibited on 28 February 1986. 
44
 As shown in Figure 4.2. 
45
 As shown in Figure 4.3. 
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year came out, but this rate decreased quite rapidly during the 1990s, 
while the production of statutory plans generally increased.  Since 2000, 
the production of statutory plans has outstripped that of administrative 
plans. 
 
Figure 4.4 shows clearly the planned production pattern for all of 
Hong Kong except the rural areas.  The peak period for producing 
administrative plans was the 1980s, which was when Hong Kong 
underwent the most dramatic development in its history.  (Before that 
time, the production rate of administrative plans was also high.)  The 
whole pattern for statutory plans generally increased from the 1960s to 
the early 1990s, and this increase accelerated from the late 1990s until 
2003.  The total production of statutory plans was higher than that for 
administrative plans during the late 1990s.  Although there was a 
decrease in the production of statutory plans in 2004 and 2005, it was 
clear that the numbers of amendments among the existing statutory plans 
or the issues of new plans increased in the ten years before the findings.  
There might have been many factors affecting such increases, one of 
them being that Hong Kong increasingly depended on statutory plans to 
guide and manage development in newly developing areas and 
redevelopment in developed areas.  The role of statutory town plans in 
terms of the planning and development of Hong Kong became ever more 
important.  Simultaneously, the use of administrative plans decreased, 
and its role will continue to change.  I will discuss the further 
implications of these results later 
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Findings of Case Study 
After discussing the situation of Hong Kong district plans using 
statistical data, this part will focus on several recent developments in 
order to gain a more detailed sense of the present role of statutory and 
administrative plans.  I will examine the cases of TKO New Town, Tung 
Chung New Town (I-TCTC), Southwest Kowloon (K20), Central 
(Extension) (H24), and Wan Chai North (H25). 
 
Tseung Kwan O New Town 
TKO was first called “Junk Bay,” which is located to the east of 
Kowloon, and is a third generation new town.  The first administrative 
sketch plan for Junk Bay New Town, No. L/JB/1/1, came out in 1956, and 
the first layout plan, No. LJB/10A, was produced in 1961.  TKO started 
to develop under the “Junk Bay New Town Study” in 1982, with the first 
ODP, No. JB/82/001B, approved in 1983.  That year, ODP No. 
JB/82/001D was also approved by the Land Development Policy 
Committee (LDPC).  After that, the amended ODP, No. JB/83/001D,
46
 
ascertained the development of TKO Phase 1 for 223,000 people in 1986.  
After several changes and amendments in 1987 and 1988, the draft ODP, 
No. D/JB/3, was revised and renumbered as D/TKO/1 in 1989. 
 
In 2001, ODP No. D/TKO/1D was produced to reflect the updated 
developments with the target population raised to about 490,000.  The 
latest ODP, No. D/TKO/2, was adopted on 26 June 2002, while the latest 
LP was issued in 2003 as No. L/TKO-73/2D.  There were a total of 103 
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 This was later renumbered JB/86/001. 
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administrative plans found before 2005 for TKO.  Its first statutory plan, 
S/TKO/1, was exhibited in 1992.  Until 2005, there were a total of 15 
OZPs produced for TKO.  The production of administrative and 
statutory plans is shown in Figure 4.5.  Administrative plans dominated 
district plan production until 2003, and hence, TKO’s development has 
mostly depended on administrative plans.  Bristow (1989) and the 
Explanatory Statement for ODP No. D/TKO/2 also provided much more 
detailed descriptions of TKO. 
 
By reading the Explanatory Statement of the latest ODP, No. 
D/TKO/2, I found that except for the normal parts discussed in Chapter 2, 
there is also a part called “Planning Consideration”.  It consists of the 
development constraints, opportunities, requirements, and part of the 
planning and urban design concepts, including detailed outlines of 
designs and ideas. It stated that TKO had to satisfy the housing, shopping, 
community, recreation needs, and the specific requirements of the 
industrial estate in Area 87.  It also mentioned the road system, cycle 
track system, breezeway system, and high restriction of the town.  Apart 
from the above paragraphs, the statement also includes many concept 
plans or figures to demonstrate planning ideas, for instance, the Transport 
Network Plan
47
 and the Leisure and Recreation Opportunities Plan. 
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 See Appendix 9. 
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Figure 4.5. Comparison of District Plan Production of Tseung Kwan O 
New Town (1961-2005)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4.6. The Nowadays Tseung Kwan O New Town 
Source: The Hong Kong Government. 2006 The Hong Kong infrastructure Gallery 
[online] Hong Kong: The Hong Kong Government. Available form 
<http://www.infrastructuregallery.gov.hk/graphic/iw_tko.jpg> [Accessed 20-12-06] 
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The information in the ODP’s Explanatory Statement apparently 
shows the “guiding development” and “forward planning” roles of those 
ODPs that are required for future planning.  This role is also indicated 
and ascertained in the Objective of the Plan in the D/TKO/2 Explanatory 
Statement: 
 
Provide a comprehensive planning framework to guide the 
development of the New Town in an integrated and coordinated 
manner.
48
 
 
By revising the Notes, Schedule of Uses, and the Explanatory Statement 
for the latest TKO OZP, No. S/TKO/15, the plan of S/TKO/15 would not 
be able to display any “guiding development” parts and would only be 
slated to provide board land use zoning.  This is similar to previous 
OZPs in that it is a development control tool only. 
 
Therefore, for a third generation new town that began over 20 years 
ago, Lai (1998) found that administrative plans were still the prime 
movers behind development, not only because they appeared earlier, but 
they also provided detailed planning designs with concept maps and 
figures for guiding future development.  Statutory town plans only 
caught up some 12 years later and did not have any guiding roles until 
now.  Administrative plans also outnumber statutory plans. 
 
Tung Chung New Town 
Tung Chung is the latest new town in Hong Kong and the only one 
                                                 
48
 Explanatory Statement of Outline Development Plan No. D/TKO/2, p. 2.  
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on Lantau Island.  It was first devised in the 1990 North Lantau 
Development Study (NLDS).  The Development Progress Committee 
(DPC) endorsed the report of NLDS and the Recommended Outline 
Development Plan
49
 in March 1992.  In April 1993, the first LP, No. 
L/I-TCTC/1, was adopted under the framework of NLDS and the town, 
which started to develop in 1994.  The LP was revised in 1996 and 1998 
after changes were made to road layouts and government office building 
proposals, respectively.  The last version of the LP in 2005 was the 
L/I-TCTC/1C, which was prepared in 2001 and incorporated into the 
Remaining Development in Tung Chung and Tai Ho Comprehensive 
Feasibility Study.  Tung Chung’s population targets were 320,000 by 
2013, and there were no ODPs found. 
 
Including the town centre, Tung Chung’s development is divided into 
four phases.  The Phase II development utilized the first LP, No. 
L/I-TCIIB/1, in 1994, and it was finally approved in 1996.  It was 
similar to L/I-TCTC/1, but each focused on different areas.  The 
development of Tung Chung is still a work in progress (Figure 4.7). 
 
The first OZP covering the larger area with a smaller scale, No. 
S/I-TCTC/1, was produced in 1994, and there have been 12 amendments 
in 11 years.  The latest plan, as of 2005, was S/I-TCTC/12, which 
debuted in September 2004.  The plans production graph is shown in 
Figure 4.8, which shows that LPs were produced first and remain the 
prime movers, while OZPs were produced later. 
                                                 
49
 It was not an ordinary ODP as discussed. 
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Figure 4.7. The Tung Chung New Town continues to develop. 
Source: The Hong Kong Government. 2006 The Hong Kong infrastructure Gallery 
[online] Hong Kong: The Hong Kong Government. Available form 
<http://www.infrastructuregallery.gov.hk/graphic/iw_lantau.jpg> [Accessed 20-12-06] 
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Figure 4.8. Comparison of District Plan Production of Tung Chung New 
Town (1993-2005)  
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Similarly to TKO, the Explanatory Statement for the LP 
(L/I-TCTC/1D) consists of a part of “Planning Concepts” to explain 
planning intentions with future ideas, although it is less detailed.  It 
states that Tung Chung will develop into a hub to provide commercial, 
cultural, community, and recreational activities for Lantau Island.  The 
Objectives of the statement also mentioned that: 
 
The LP and its Explanatory Statement also provide details for 
guidance and control of development proposals and a framework 
for the formulation of lease/engineering conditions, landscaping 
and transport proposals.
50
 
 
Again, this statement clearly shows that the roles of LPs are to guide 
developments.  Moreover, Tung Chung’s LPs have continued to undergo 
changes in recent years, which means that until now, LPs have guided 
Tung Chung’s development.  A similar objective was found in the Phase 
2 LP for L/I0TCIIB/1.  The OZPs of Tung Chung mention neither 
similar statements nor planning concepts, but rather the following in the 
object of the plan: 
 
The Object of the Plan is to establish a broad framework for land 
use zones and major roads…for the Tung Chung Town Centre area 
within which the use and development of land can be put under 
statutory control.
51
 
 
One can observe that even the Explanatory Statement of the OZP focused 
on the regulating role of OZPs, but not on their guiding role in 
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 Explanatory Statement of Layout Plan No. L/I-TCTC/1D, p. 2. 
51
 Explanatory Statement of Outline Zoning Plan No. S/I-TCTC/1. p.1. 
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development.  This complied with the idea of administrative plans and 
the leasehold system as forward control tools, while the role of OZPs was 
mainly for development controls only in this case.  However, Figure 4.8 
shows that the number of statutory plans had already outstripped 
administrative plans, and further changes and situations are still unknown 
in this youngest new town. 
 
South West Kowloon 
The above cases show that towns in the New Territories still follow 
the practice of using administrative town plans as prime movers behind 
new developments.  However, changes have also occurred in the 
following cases. 
 
The Southwest Kowloon area is called K20 in planning area and 
includes the newly reclaimed area and former waterfront of Yau Ma Tei 
and Sham Shui Po.  The reclamation project started in 1993 and was 
completed in 1996.  In the statutory plans, the first OZP came out on 4 
December 1992 and covered whole K20 area.  Its ODPs have divided 
K20 into three sections, namely the Northern Section (K20A), the Central 
Section (K20B), and the Southern Section (K20C), and each covers 
different parts and was produced during different periods. 
 
In the Northern Section, its first ODP (D/K20A/A) circulated in 1991 
and, like the earlier cases, appeared earlier than the OZPs.  Several 
ODPs and LPs were also issued in subsequent years, and the latest one, 
D/K20A/E, came out in 2001.  This section still uses the “old practice”.  
- 53 - 
The Central and Southern Sections reversed the old practice. 
 
The first Central Section’s LP, No. L/K20B/A, was produced in 1993 
and the first ODP, No.D/K20B/A, began to circulate in 1998.  The 
administrative plans for the Southern Section, which is the most 
important section with large public and private developments in K20, 
appeared even later than the Central Section.  The first administrative 
plan in the Southern Section, which was prepared in 1999, was ODP No. 
D/K20C/A, and that was far behind the exhibition of the OZPs and the 
completion of the reclamation works.  In both the Central and Southern 
sections, ODPs were produced after the OZPs.  There were also only a 
few amendments to those administrative plans afterwards.  
 
By reading all the Explanatory Statements for those OZPs and the 
latest ODPs in K20, one may find that they are a bit simple.  I found that 
all of them sported neither a “planning concept” part nor detailed design 
figures, and only generally presented the background, land use zoning, 
and utilities matters.  Although the ODP’s statements still state that it 
provides guidelines for future developments in the objective, it is less 
specific with lesser information provided when compared to others. 
 
By looking up the shape of the Comprehensive Development Area 
(CDA) zone in the Southern Section, I discovered that ODP No. 
D/K20C/B, which was prepared on 29 September 2000, actually followed 
OZP No. S/K20/4, which was exhibited on 23 January 1998.  Although I 
could not observe the first ODP, No. D/K20C/A, that did not affect this 
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observation, as it was also prepared after OZP No. S/K20/4.  This 
provided extra evidence that ODPs are not only prepared after OZPs, but 
are also prepared according to OZPs, as mentioned in the Planning 
Department’s statement for this case.  This shows that there is a change 
of roles between OZPs and administrative town plans.  ODPs are 
prepared under OZPs of larger scales and more detail at later stages.  
The guiding role of administrative plans has decreased. 
 
 
Figure 4.9. Satellite Photos of Nowadays South West Kowloon Area 
Today (Central Section and Southern Section)  
Source: Google Map. 2006 Google Map [online] Available form 
<http://maps.google.com> [Accessed 20-12-06] 
 
Central (Extension) and Wan Chai North 
As these two new development projects were considered together in 
their early stages and were in similar situations, I will examine them 
- 55 - 
together. 
 
In 1983, the justification for reclamation in Central and Wan Chai 
was introduced in the “Study on Harbour Reclamation and Urban 
Growth” (SHRUG) and reconfirmed by the TDS and several studies later.  
Moreover, the “Central and Wan Chai Reclamation Feasibility Study” 
(CWRFS) was conducted in 1987 to examine the viability of its 
engineering, planning, and financial aspects.  After that, further studies 
and the Recommended Outline Development Plans
52
 were developed 
from the late 1980s to early 1990s to guide development.  Central’s 
reclamation was even amended in OZP No. S/H4/3 to add the zoning 
proposal of the reclamation under the direction of the CWRFS in 1994. 
 
During subsequent years, Phases 1 and 2 of the Central reclamation 
and Phase 1 of Wan Chai reclamation commenced, and all were finished 
between 1997 and 1998.  However, on 30 June 1997, the Protection of 
the Harbour Ordinance, enacted by Legislative Council, came into effect.  
It banned all reclamation projects that affected the preservation of the 
harbour except for those that would fulfill “overriding public needs”. 
 
Because of the new ordinance, the government needed to review both 
the projects before commencing with Phase 3 of the Central reclamation 
and Phase 2 of the Wan Chai reclamation in 1998.  As such, the 
government decided that there was still a need for further reclamation in 
the two areas.  Therefore, on 29 May 1998, an OZP for Central extended 
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 Again, it was not the ordinary ODP, as discussed. 
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area, which No. S/H24/1, was exhibited with a new planning area called 
H24.  However, this OZP received 70 objections, leading to several 
amendments to be made for it.  The reclamation project finally began in 
2003, is still in progress as of this writing, and is scheduled to conclude in 
2009.  The latest OZP for H24, S/H24/6, was approved on 17 December 
2002. 
 
The Wan Chai Phase 2 reclamation project was a bit different, and it 
was further reviewed by the Territory Development Department.  Finally, 
a new OZP, No. S/H25/1, was exhibited on 19 April 2002 with a new 
planning area, H25, as its proposed reclamation.  However, the 
reclamation has yet to commence due to litigation, so OZP No. S/H25/1 
remains the only district town plan for the area.  Furthermore, for both 
areas, aside from the Recommended Outline Development Plans in the 
very early stages, there were no administrative district town plans. 
 
As with the other cases, by reading the Explanatory Statements of 
those OZPs, I was able to find some information.  However, I was 
interested in knowing that there is a part of “Planning and Urban Design 
Concepts”
53
 or “Urban Design Framework”
54
 that shows the future 
design concepts for these two OZP statements, just like the ODPs and 
LPs of other cases.  (It would be the first time that OZPs would show 
such details!)  There are also detailed figures in the statement to provide 
some concept drawings for the future, including the Perspective and 
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 In the Explanatory Statements of OZP No. S/H24/6. 
54
 In the Explanatory Statements of OZP No. S/H25/1. 
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Cross-Section Drawings of the proposed developments, development 
height profiles, and linkage pedestrian drawings.  Two examples are 
shown in Figure 4.10 and Figure 4.11.  The zoning plans also show 
some proposed connections and bridge systems in greater detail when 
compared to other OZPs. 
 
Furthermore, the objectives of the plan have also changed, except for 
those stated in other OZPs.  A new objective is stated in both 
Explanatory Statements:  
 
It is intended that the Plan should integrate, as far as possible, 
various major proposals which are likely to be carried out in the 
Area.
55
 
 
Considering these unique things, either of these two OZPs could be 
known as a new kind of statutory plan.  With a much more important 
role in “forward planning” and “guiding development” for future new 
developments, they did not only appear prior to administrative plans, but 
also contained more concept details. 
 
In comparison, these two cases also clearly show that the ODPs or 
LPs were not used during the early planning stages to guide development.  
There have also been no administrative plans until now, and the situation 
in those areas is still unknown. 
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 In the Explanatory Statements of OZP No. S/H24/6 & S/H25/1. p.3. 
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Figure 4.10. A Drawing of Proposed Central Reclamation Development.  
Source: Explanatory Statements of OZP no. S/H24/6. 
 
Figure 4.11. A Drawing of Proposed Wan Chai Reclamation 
Development. 
Source: Explanatory Statements of OZP no.S/H25/1. 
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Results  
By adopting both statistical study and case study, I achieved the 
following results.  As different results came out of Hong Kong Island 
and Kowloon and the New Towns, I divided the presentation into two 
parts. 
 
Hong Kong Island and Kowloon 
In the Hong Kong Island and Kowloon area, which are the earliest 
developed zones, the results did not refute Hypothesis 1, but refuted 
Hypothesis 2.  This demonstrated that the administrative town plans 
were the prime movers behind development because they preceded the 
production of statutory plans for developed areas in the past.  However, 
their roles have changed.  The administrative town plans (ODPs and LPs) 
are no longer the prime movers behind development in newly developing 
areas, while the production of statutory plans now precedes that of 
administrative town plans.  The “forward planning” role of statutory 
plans has appeared developments at the district level, while the “guiding 
development” role of the administrative plans has diminished.  The case 
of K20 clearly demonstrates the administrative plans prepared under the 
framework of statutory plans, and with greater detail. 
 
Therefore, the current main roles for statutory plans in urban areas 
are for forward planning, guiding development, and development controls, 
while the administrative plans provide details of development for 
implementation and guide further development. 
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These results can be supported by statistical research showing the 
issue dates of plans and the cases of Southwest Kowloon, Central 
(Extension), and Wan Chai North. 
 
The New Towns 
The results for the New Towns refuted neither Hypotheses 1 nor 2 
because I found no changes in the roles of both the statutory and 
administrative plans.  Administrative town plans are still the prime 
movers behind development, and hence, they precede the production of 
statutory plans in current new town developments.  Although the latest 
new town in Hong Kong continues to develop according to its 
administrative plans, its development began in 1992.  Much has changed 
since that time, such as the number of statutory plans now outnumbering 
administrative plans.  As this result could not provide a concrete 
argument showing the latest situation for new developments, a further 
study is needed. 
 
These results are supported by statistical research showing the issue 
dates of those plans and the cases of TKO and Tung Chung. 
 
Implications and Comments 
The findings showed that the roles of statutory and administrative 
plans have already changed in the metropolitan area.  This is quite an 
important finding in the field of district planning, and it confirms Ho’s 
(2000) findings, which noted the increasing role of land development in 
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statutory plans.  However, this change did not really make the plans 
cancel each other out in most cases, as some of the uses for the two plans 
remain different.  The ODPs and LPs remain the plans that provide the 
most detail for civil works and further developments with the HKPSG, 
while statutory plans retain the role of managing developments, as shown 
in the case of Southwest Kowloon (K20).  The main change is the role 
of the “prime mover” in district level plans shifted.  Statutory plans have 
assumed a more important role by providing the general planning 
schemes and concepts for new developments of urban area through the 
Plans and Explanatory statements, and they have appeared prior to 
administrative plans.  I will discuss the possible implications and 
comments of such a change below. 
 
Follow the Proposed Practice 
As discussed in Chapter 2, the TPB’s 1990 annual report stated that 
the two main functions of OZPs were to “guide development” and “act as 
a development control tool”.  Moreover, the Planning Department’s 
handbook (1995: 16) stated that administrative plans are prepared within 
the framework of relevant SRDS and OZPs, and show more details of 
development proposals. 
 
Although these two statements were challenged by previous literature 
and proven wrong in many cases, the latest practices in the metropolitan 
area already follow these statements and have resolved conflicts that 
arose from them.  In the results of the above case study, the new OZPs 
for planning areas H24 and H25 obviously demonstrated a function of 
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“guiding development” by adding information and proposing designs to 
Explanatory Statements, and until now, they were the only district plans 
available.  The ODPs and OZPs of planning area K20 also showed that 
administrative plans are prepared within the framework of relevant OZPs 
and reaffirm the job of ODPs to present greater details for development. 
 
In the author’s opinion, this correction of practice is a reasonable 
action that can at least provide a clearer system for public planning in 
accordance with proposed practices in the newer metropolitan area.  It 
can also present an opportunity to merge the two planning systems in the 
sense of district town planning. 
 
Increase of Public Participation in Guiding Development 
The second, and most, important implication is public participation.  
The issue of town planning was first formally introduced in New South 
Wales, Australia in 1979, when Hong Kong first explored the idea 
through the Town Planning Ordinance (Pun 1984: 70).  The greatest 
advantage of this change was that it provided more opportunities for 
public participation and encouraged early public participation in the 
planning process. 
 
As ODPs and LPs are only for departmental or internal use, except 
during consultations with a district board (Pun 1984: 71), there are no 
mechanisms for the public to express their opinions on or objections to 
administrative plans.  Government leases, as mentioned earlier, are 
mutual agreements between the government and landowner, so people 
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other than the landowner cannot give any feedback on the lease 
conditions of a particular land lot.  Therefore, because the government 
treated administrative plans and the leasehold system as prime movers 
behind development in the past, there has been nearly no formal public 
participation in the development scheme.  These practices might not 
have been unfavorable for new developments in the old days, but due to 
changes in society’s needs and demands, notably for better education and 
more democracy, the public also wants a greater say in urban planning. 
 
In this case, OZPs and DPA plans welcome public participation.  
First, they are prepared by the TPB, which consists of 30 non-official 
members plus some senior government officials.  The TPB can reflect a 
certain amount of public opinion through its board members.  Second, 
all statutory plans must be exhibited to the public, published in the 
government’s gazette, and be subject to representations and comments 
under the Town Planning Ordinance.  The latest detailed procedure of 
public participation in statutory plans was adopted in 2004, and is 
attached to Figure 4.12. 
 
All planning applications to the TPB are open to the public, and all 
citizens have the right to observe its meetings and give feedback.  A 
person can also apply for changes and approvals under Sections 12 and 
16 of the TPO to the plan even if she/he is not the land owner.  This 
shows that the public actually has a lot of opportunities to express its 
opinions on the plans and raise objections, all of which must be 
considered by the TPB in the hearing processes. 
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Figure 4.12. Public participation in statutory plan-making process 
Source: Hong Kong Government, Planning Department. 2006a How to Participate in 
Statutory Plan-making Process [online]. Hong Kong: Planning Department. Available 
from: <http://www.info.gov.hk/tpb/pdf/pamphlet/plan-making_e.pdf> [Accessed 
11-12-06]  
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OZPs are the prime movers behind development, and they come out 
before the administrative plans.  This new practice allows the public to 
be involved in the planning process during the early stages before the 
commencement of development.  In H24’s OZPs, the planning concepts 
and figures of design are the parts that concern citizens the most.  In 
other words, guiding development through statutory planning (i.e., 
“planning by edict”) can provide many more chances for the public to 
participate in new projects than “planning by contract” under the 
leasehold system with administrative plans. 
 
This reason can also explain why the government has changed its 
practices by using statutory plans as prime mover district plans in recent 
years.  After the Protection of the Harbour Ordinance came out in 1997, 
both Hong Kong’s political parties and citizens have expressed their 
concerns over the development of Victoria Harbour, especially its 
reclamation projects.  Most citizens claim that Victoria Harbour is a 
public asset with a natural heritage, and a court case in 2004 ascertained 
that reclamation can only be done if there is an “overriding public need” 
for it.  Land development is no more an issue between the government 
and landowner under market or economic concerns only.  The 
government cannot retain its original practice forever, so changes are 
needed.  The Central reclamation (H24) case received 70 objections to 
the first statutory plan for the new proposed reclamation area.  Wan 
Chai’s reclamation, the Southwest Kowloon development, and the 
redevelopment of Kai Tak also received many adverse 
comments/opinions from the public through protests and the media.  
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This showed that a new age of development planning had begun. 
 
Furthermore, Kai Tak’s redevelopment started to welcome a kind of 
public participation other than that in the OZPs, which were not included 
in the findings of this dissertation.  The Kai Tak Planning Review was 
set up in late 2004 with the aim of formulating an “outline concept plan” 
with a “preliminary outline development plan” through a continuous 
public engagement process.  Although these actions are beyond the 
scope of this dissertation, they can show that public participation is 
increasingly important in the role of planning, and it may continue to 
evolve. 
 
This issue is also related to the sustainable development of Hong 
Kong as a whole, which is concerned with and balances environmental, 
social, and economic issues for future development.  As mentioned in 
Chapter 2, Lai (2005: 18) claimed that “planning by contract” may not be 
adequate nowadays, and an additional layer of “planning by edict” is 
apparently necessary.  A new interface between the two systems may be 
essential to the central ideas of sustainable development.  Now the new 
practice has already set a trend for this ideal situation that balances both 
the needs of the market and social aspects through public participation. 
 
Longer Plan Making and Development Process 
In reference to the above, the advantage of using statutory plans as 
the prime movers of district plans is to allow for public participation.  
However, this also leads to another problem, that is, the prolongation of 
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the development process. 
 
When ODPs and LPs were the prime movers behind development in 
the past, they only required approval by committees that consulted with 
the District Board before they could be adopted by the SHPL without any 
objection procedures.  The process can be much faster, as the procedure 
is shorter.  Tung Chung’s first LP was adopted in 1993, and its 
development started one year afterwards.  Moreover, government leases 
could follow the LP to sell a plot of land and its development. 
 
However, the planning process for statutory plans is much more 
complicated, excluding the time for planning and deliberating over 
considerations received from different committees.  It is still necessary 
to set aside nine months for public participation before any approval.  
The Chief Executive can prolong the process by 15 months, making it a 
lengthy one indeed.  Furthermore, as most people are not familiar with 
the relationship between the leases and the statutory plans, it may be 
necessary to allot some extra time to process the drafting leases. 
 
The problem of the Central Extension reclamation (H24) is clear.  
The first OZP, No. S/H24/1, was exhibited in May 1998.  However, 
because of objections, there was a long hearing and consideration process.  
After several meetings and further considerations, the second OZP, No. 
S/H24/2, was issued in 2000 with amendments, and the project finally 
began in 2003.  Five years have passed since the first OZP came out.  
For other new proposed developments (e.g. Kai Tak and Wan Chai North), 
- 68 - 
there are still no developments as of today after the exhibition of the 
OZPs.  Most of the new projects clearly had a much longer preparation 
and planning time.  Also, there were some public voices that suggested 
that prolonged development may have an adverse effect on employment 
and the speed of development in Hong Kong.  This is also consistent 
with Lai’s (1998: 255) argument on the “inflexibility” of statutory plans. 
 
Moreover, there are other adverse effects of public participation in 
town planning.  Some of the public and politicians may not have 
intelligible (Lai and Fong 2000: 89) or reasonable ideas regarding town 
planning, since this requires professional knowledge.  Some of their 
opinions could also be affected by other economic issues, and that will 
prolong the planning process for new developments. 
 
However, given the global trend of increasing public participation, it 
is unavoidable for a development to be prolonged, as it needs extra time 
to deal with the different opinions and objections received, while the 
public needs time to discuss the issue.  A better timing-public 
participation balance must be worked out in the future. 
 
Effects on the Dual Planning System 
Under the new roles of district plans, the dual planning system with 
“planning by edict” and “planning by contract” has not been greatly 
affected.  Although administrative plans are no longer the prime movers 
behind new development, the leasehold system is still followed for the 
allocation of new land.  There is no obvious indication that “planning by 
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edict” is going to take over from “planning by contract” entirely, 
especially in the New Towns. 
 
However, the role of the “forward planning device” in “planning by 
contract” has already shifted.  No longer does “planning by contract” 
run in advance of development through district administrative plans, and 
the cases showed that “planning by edict” can also be a “forward 
planning device” in statutory plans with public participation.  
 
Although “planning by edict” takes over the role of “forward 
planning,” it still cannot fulfill all the advantages of planning by contract 
under the new roles of plans while the main problem under the dual 
planning system continues to exist.  As mentioned in Chapter 2, Yeh 
(1992; 1994), Staley (1994), and Lai (1998; 2005) described the unfair 
situation presented by the dual planning system, which is a compensation 
problem that downgrades the value of land through the statutory plans 
raised. 
 
Even though there have been changes in the roles of statutory plans 
for new developments in the metropolitan area and the exhibition of first 
statutory plan came prior to that of the administrative town plans and 
government leases, the problem still exists.  This is because the TPB can 
change the uses and conditions of statutory plans at any time.  In other 
words, even if a statutory plan covers a plot of land before the lease for it 
is signed, it can still be changed to downgrade the value of a plot of land 
without compensation. 
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Furthermore, the advantages of “planning by contract” in ensuring 
fair and proper post-development transactions, enforcement, and taxing 
development gains can never be replaced by “planning by edict” under 
current legislation.  This demonstrates that “planning by contract” still 
has its own advantages over statutory town plans and cannot be totally 
replaced by “planning by edict” in the foreseeable future. 
 
Apart from the above, I also found that the relationship between both 
systems is closer than ever.  This is because the lease conditions would 
be more dependent on statutory plans, as they are the prime movers 
behind developments, and most of the detailed conditions of statutory 
plans will be anticipatory.  The controls between the two planning 
systems have become more consistent, and the conflicts between them 
should decrease in the long term.  Moreover, statutory plans can still 
fulfill “development planning,” which has been subject to constant 
amendment in recent cases.  This would be the right direction towards 
better integration and linkage.  However, the system continues to change, 
as some situations are still not clear, so more time is needed. 
 
 
Suggestions 
By examining the possible implications of the new role of district 
plans, I discovered that some issues were raised, but some problems had 
yet to be solved.  The following are some suggestions for dealing with 
the issues. 
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Further Enhancing Public Participation 
Although the changing role of statutory plans has already provided 
more opportunities for the public to participate in new development 
projects, this is still not enough.  The current public participation 
process is still too complicated and inflexible, with a lot of documents 
involved, for example, in the application of amendments to the statutory 
plans under Section 12A of the Town Planning Ordinance, the public 
would have to read up on all the complex requirements under the 
Ordinance.  However, it is common for the public to be unaware of such 
a long and time-consuming procedure.  As mentioned above, a better 
balance for new development on timing and public participation is 
needed. 
 
The author suggests that a new approach to public participation is 
necessary in the future.  The approach of the Kai Tak Planning Review 
may be a good experience for the government.  Although it involved 
many opinions and comments from the community and general public, 
the process of offering opinions was simple and open through letters and 
webpages, and the results were reflected by the statutory plans afterwards.  
The government should try and plan for more ways for the public to 
participate in different new developments in order to work out a better 
method than statutory planning within the legal framework.  Right now, 
both the government and general public are still not familiar with public 
participation in planning.  I anticipate that it will be the most important 
planning issue in Hong Kong for the foreseeable future. 
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More Tact Needed in Amending Statutory Town Plans 
As the largest conflict problem of the dual planning system has not 
yet been resolved under the new practice, it will still affect private 
property rights, which is one of the most important human privileges ever.  
I suggest that more tact is needed to make changes or amendments to 
statutory plans. 
 
Attempting to solve the above problem, Staley (1994: 108-109) 
suggested that the government should compensate owners for the 
decrease in the values of their properties under planning decisions.  
However, this suggestion could be difficult to implement, as it would 
involve many properties and individuals.  It would also easily skew the 
issue of fairness among individuals and prolong the planning process.  
Time-consuming setups of new ordinances or mechanisms would be 
needed too.  Furthermore, there have been no indications over the past 
decade that the government intends to add this compensation measure to 
the statutory planning system, so it seems futile to urge it again to enact 
this measure.  Therefore, there should be another approach. 
 
In the case of statutory plans as prime movers of new developing 
areas, they should be amended more tactfully to reduce their effect on 
private property rights.  The planned amendments should follow the idea 
of “as little as possible,” meaning that they should only be amended if 
there is enough public interest in doing so and/or if environmental and 
economic conditions warrant it.  This is because when signing a 
government lease, a landowner will identify both the lease conditions and 
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the statutory plan’s controls under the situation of statutory plans, which 
come prior to development.  If the statutory plan’s controls do not 
change, they would not downgrade the land’s value, and hence, would not 
affect the landowner’s right to use it.  However, I found that in many 
cases, the statutory plans were changed without any strong reason or 
public interest, and this was clearly an unhealthy practice. 
 
Therefore, I suggest that both the government and the TPB should be 
more tactful in amending statutory plans in the future.  I believe that 
there is no need to change any mechanism nowadays, as it is an 
easy-to-operate measure that can at least decrease the aforementioned 
conflict and compensation problem.  However it is highly dependent on 
the practices of both the government and the TPB. 
 
Further Regulating of the Dual Planning System 
Now, the process of merging the dual planning system has already 
gone the right way, but it should be further regulated to provide a simpler 
and clearer planning system.  This not only reduces the transaction cost, 
but it will also make it easier for the public to participate.  This doesn't 
mean that one type of planning system or district plan should be cancelled 
or allowed to dominate; the most important issue is that the regulation 
and integration of the dual planning system can provide a less conflicting, 
but more effective, efficient, and sustainable, planning system.  Again, 
as Lai (2005: 18) mentioned, a new interface between the two systems 
may be essential to the central ideas of sustainable development.  Now 
that the first step is completed, the government needs to pay more 
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attention to this consideration.  It will be important for Hong Kong’s 
long term future planning development and planning controls. 
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CHAPTER 5 
CONCLUSION 
 
Conclusion 
This dissertation examined the roles of and the relationships between 
statutory and administrative town plans through statistical analysis and 
case studies.  Its key findings included discovering that administrative 
town plans are not the prime movers behind development in newly 
developed areas and the production of statutory plans precedes that of 
administrative town plans in the metropolitan area.  The latest main 
roles for statutory plans in the urban districts are forward planning, 
guiding development, and regulating development, while administrative 
plans provide details of development for implementation and guide future 
developments.  However, I found no concrete results for the new towns, 
as there have been no new and large developments there in recent years. 
 
My results reaffirm the findings of Ho (2000) and show the 
increasing importance of statutory plans to land development.  However, 
this change hardly affects the dual planning system, as the leasehold 
system continues to adapt to the planning system and cannot be totally 
replaced.  The main change is that the role of “forward planning” has 
shifted from “planning by contract” to “planning by edict”. 
 
These shifts came about and enhanced public participation in the 
development planning process through the TPB and statutory planning.  
Although the problem of prolonging developments has arisen, the trend 
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of public participation is irreversible.  Due to several incidents, Hong 
Kong has already entered a new age of development planning.  However, 
at this stage, a better balance of new developments on timing and public 
participation is required.  Further attempts are needed to deal with this 
most important planning issue in the foreseeable future. 
 
 
Limitation and Further Study 
This dissertation only focuses on the district plans of urban area and 
new towns, there is no discussion on the territory and sub-regional 
planning as well as the situation of rural areas. Moreover, some other 
newly administrative plans, such as the Preliminary Outline Development 
Plan, and the latest relationship between the government lease and 
statutory plan are also not studied as the time is limited. Furthermore, the 
situations of latest reclamations and new towns are still not fully clear in 
the result. Therefore further studies can be done in these areas. Moreover, 
this dissertation may be too early to discuss about the newest situation of 
public participation, sustainable development and new integration of the 
dual planning system as they are still developing, more studies should be 
carried out on these aspects in the future. 
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Appendix 1 An example of the Notes of OZPs (From S/H25/1)  
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Appendix 1 An example of the Notes of OZPs (From S/H25/1) (Cont’d) 
 
 
Source: Schedule of Use of Outline Zoning Plan No. S/H25/1, p. 1-2.
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Appendix 2 Division of Statutory Plan’s Planning Area 
 
 
Source: Hong Kong Government, Planning Department. 2006b Schedules of Statutory 
Plans [online]. Hong Kong: Planning Department. Available from: 
<http://www.pland.gov.hk/info_serv/tp_plan/stat_plan/index_e.html> [Accessed 
11-12-06]  
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Appendix 3 Production Figures of Hong Kong Island’s District Plans 
 
  H1 H3 H4 H5 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
2004 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
2003 1 1 0 5 0 1 0 1 
2002 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 2 
2001 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 2 
2000 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 1 
1999 1 1 0 6 0 3 0 5 
1998 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 5 
1997 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1996 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 
1995 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 
1994 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 
1993 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 0 
1992 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 
1991 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 
1990 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 
1989 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 
1988 1 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 
1987 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 
1986 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 2 
1985 1 0 0 1 2 1 1 2 
1984 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 
1983 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 
1982 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
1981 0 0 0 1 2 2 1 1 
1980 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1979 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 
1978 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 
1977 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
1976 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 
1975 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 
1974 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 
1973 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1972 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
1971 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
1970 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1968 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
1967 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1966 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1964 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1963 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1961 0 0 0 0 1 1 5 0 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 3 0 2 0 1 0 
TOTAL 8 13 12 38 26 19 15 38 
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Appendix 3 Production Figures of Hong Kong Island’s District Plans 
(Cont’d) 
  H6 H7 H8 H9 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 
2004 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 
2003 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 
2002 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 
2001 0 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 
2000 0 3 0 2 2 4 0 1 
1999 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 
1998 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1997 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1996 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1995 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
1994 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 
1993 0 0 0 1 2 1 1 0 
1992 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1991 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1990 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1989 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 
1988 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1987 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1986 1 1 1 0 0 2 1 1 
1985 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 
1984 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1983 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 
1982 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1981 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 
1980 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1979 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 
1978 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1977 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1976 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 
1975 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1974 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1973 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1972 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1971 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1970 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1968 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 
1967 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
1966 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
1964 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1963 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 2 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 
TOTAL 6 19 5 18 6 26 10 19 
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Appendix 3 Production Figures of Hong Kong Island’s District Plans 
(Cont’d) 
  H10 H11 H12 H13 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 
2004 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 
2003 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 
2002 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 
2001 1 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 
2000 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 1 
1999 2 2 0 1 0 1 0 1 
1998 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1997 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1996 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1995 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1994 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1993 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1992 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1991 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1990 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1989 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1988 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1987 2 0 2 0 1 1 1 1 
1986 0 2 0 1 1 0 1 0 
1985 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
1984 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 
1983 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1982 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1981 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1980 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1979 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1978 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1977 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1976 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1975 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1974 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1973 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1972 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1971 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1970 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1968 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1966 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1964 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1963 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
TOTAL 15 14 3 12 4 10 5 10 
 
 
- 83 - 
Appendix 3 Production Figures of Hong Kong Island’s District Plans 
(Cont’d) 
  H14 H15 & H16 H17 H18 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
2004 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 
2003 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 
2002 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 1 
2001 0 2 3 3 0 1 0 2 
2000 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 
1999 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
1998 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 
1997 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1996 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1995 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1994 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1993 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1992 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1991 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1990 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 
1989 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
1988 0 1 3 1 0 0 0 1 
1987 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 
1986 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1985 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 
1984 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1983 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 
1982 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 
1981 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 
1980 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1979 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1978 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1977 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1976 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1975 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1974 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1973 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 
1972 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
1971 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1970 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1968 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1966 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 
1964 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 
1963 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1962 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 5 12 34 31 7 9 1 8 
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Appendix 3 Production Figures of Hong Kong Island’s District Plans 
(Cont’d) 
  H19 H20 & H22 H21 H24 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 
2004 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 
2003 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
2002 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 2 
2001 0 2 0 3 0 2 0 1 
2000 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 2 
1999 0 1 1 3 0 2 0 0 
1998 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 
1997 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1996 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1995 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1994 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 
1993 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1992 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 
1991 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1990 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1989 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 
1988 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 
1987 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1986 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 
1985 0 0 1 2 1 1 0 0 
1984 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
1983 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1982 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 
1981 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 
1980 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1979 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1978 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1977 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1976 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1975 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1974 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1973 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1972 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1971 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1970 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1968 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1966 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1964 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1963 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
TOTAL 19 10 15 22 8 23 0 6 
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Appendix 3 Production Figures of Hong Kong Island’s District Plans 
(Cont’d) 
  H25 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 0 
2004 0 0 
2003 0 0 
2002 0 1 
2001 0 0 
2000 0 0 
1999 0 0 
1998 0 0 
1997 0 0 
1996 0 0 
1995 0 0 
1994 0 0 
1993 0 0 
1992 0 0 
1991 0 0 
1990 0 0 
1989 0 0 
1988 0 0 
1987 0 0 
1986 0 0 
1985 0 0 
1984 0 0 
1983 0 0 
1982 0 0 
1981 0 0 
1980 0 0 
1979 0 0 
1978 0 0 
1977 0 0 
1976 0 0 
1975 0 0 
1974 0 0 
1973 0 0 
1972 0 0 
1971 0 0 
1970 0 0 
1969 0 0 
1968 0 0 
1967 0 0 
1966 0 0 
1965 0 0 
1964 0 0 
1963 0 0 
1962 0 0 
1961 0 0 
1960 0 0 
1959 0 0 
1958 0 0 
1957 0 0 
1956 0 0 
1955 0 0 
1954 0 0 
1953 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 
TOTAL 0 1 
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Appendix 4 Production Figures of Kowloon’s District Plans 
 
  K1 K2 K3 K4 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 2 
2004 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 
2003 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 2 
2002 0 3 0 2 0 1 0 2 
2001 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 2 
2000 0 1 1 1 0 2 0 1 
1999 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 
1998 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 
1997 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 1 
1996 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1995 0 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 
1994 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1993 0 1 0 1 0 3 2 1 
1992 0 1 1 1 0 1 4 0 
1991 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 
1990 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1989 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 
1988 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 
1987 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 
1986 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1985 5 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 
1984 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 
1983 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
1982 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1981 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1980 5 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 
1979 3 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 
1978 5 1 0 0 4 0 0 1 
1977 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1976 2 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 
1975 2 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 
1974 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
1973 2 0 3 1 1 1 1 0 
1972 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1971 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
1970 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 
1968 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1966 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1964 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1963 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
TOTAL 43 30 24 30 13 29 12 25 
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Appendix 4 Production Figures of Kowloon’s District Plans (Cont’d) 
 
  K5 K6 & K7 K8 K9 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 
2004 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 
2003 0 2 0 1 0 2 0 1 
2002 0 3 0 2 0 1 0 2 
2001 0 2 0 2 2 1 0 2 
2000 0 3 0 1 0 1 0 1 
1999 1 2 1 2 0 0 0 2 
1998 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 
1997 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 1 
1996 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 
1995 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1994 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 
1993 0 1 0 1 0 1 4 1 
1992 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 
1991 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1990 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 1 
1989 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
1988 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 
1987 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 
1986 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1985 0 2 2 2 0 1 1 0 
1984 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 
1983 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1982 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 
1981 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1980 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1979 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1978 0 1 0 0 7 1 0 0 
1977 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1976 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 
1975 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
1974 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1973 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1972 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 
1971 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1970 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1969 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
1968 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1966 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1964 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
1963 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1956 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
TOTAL 8 33 11 19 16 22 12 29 
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Appendix 4 Production Figures of Kowloon’s District Plans (Cont’d) 
 
  K10 K11 K12 K13 & K17 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 
2004 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 
2003 0 2 0 2 0 1 0 2 
2002 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 1 
2001 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 2 
2000 1 2 2 2 0 2 1 2 
1999 0 2 0 1 1 1 0 1 
1998 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 3 
1997 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 
1996 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
1995 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1994 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1993 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 
1992 1 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 
1991 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1990 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 
1989 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1988 0 2 0 1 3 1 2 1 
1987 0 1 3 0 0 0 1 1 
1986 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 
1985 0 1 3 0 2 1 0 0 
1984 0 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 
1983 0 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 
1982 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
1981 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 
1980 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 
1979 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 
1978 0 1 9 1 0 0 0 0 
1977 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1976 1 1 2 0 2 1 0 0 
1975 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 
1974 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 
1973 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1972 0 0 6 0 1 1 1 0 
1971 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1970 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 
1969 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 
1968 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1966 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1965 0 0 2 0 2 0 1 0 
1964 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 
1963 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1961 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 4 0 2 0 2 0 
TOTAL 3 26 52 24 34 21 21 23 
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Appendix 4 Production Figures of Kowloon’s District Plans (Cont’d) 
 
  K14 (N/S) K15 K16 K18 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 
2004 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 
2003 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 2 
2002 2 1 0 2 0 2 0 1 
2001 0 3 1 2 0 2 0 2 
2000 0 2 0 1 1 1 0 2 
1999 0 3 0 1 0 1 0 0 
1998 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 1 
1997 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1996 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1995 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1994 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1993 0 3 0 2 0 1 0 1 
1992 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 
1991 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1990 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1989 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1988 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
1987 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 
1986 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 
1985 4 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 
1984 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1983 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1982 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 
1981 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1980 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 
1979 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1978 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
1977 0 0 0 0 0 0 23 0 
1976 2 0 1 0 0 0 5 0 
1975 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1974 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1973 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1972 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
1971 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1970 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1968 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1966 30 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1964 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1963 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 
TOTAL 49 27 21 21 4 13 34 14 
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Appendix 4 Production Figures of Kowloon’s District Plans (Cont’d) 
 
  K19 K20 K21 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 0 0 2 0 0 
2004 0 0 0 1 0 0 
2003 0 0 1 2 0 0 
2002 0 1 0 1 0 1 
2001 0 1 1 1 0 1 
2000 0 0 2 2 0 0 
1999 0 0 2 2 0 0 
1998 0 1 1 3 0 1 
1997 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1996 0 0 0 2 0 0 
1995 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1994 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1993 0 0 5 0 0 0 
1992 0 0 1 1 0 0 
1991 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1990 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1989 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1988 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1987 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1986 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1985 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1984 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1983 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1982 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1981 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1980 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1979 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1978 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1977 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1976 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1975 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1974 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1973 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1972 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1971 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1970 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1968 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1966 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1964 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1963 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 1 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 3 14 17 0 3 
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Appendix 5 Production Figures of New Towns’ District Plans 
 
  TW & TWW KC TY SC 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 
2004 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 
2003 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 1 
2002 0 4 0 2 0 1 0 1 
2001 0 3 0 2 0 2 0 1 
2000 0 3 0 1 0 1 0 1 
1999 0 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 
1998 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 
1997 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 
1996 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1995 3 0 2 0 1 1 0 0 
1994 1 1 0 1 3 2 0 0 
1993 2 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 
1992 2 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 
1991 6 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1990 7 2 4 2 3 1 0 1 
1989 9 1 5 1 3 1 0 0 
1988 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 
1987 5 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 
1986 2 1 2 1 2 0 0 0 
1985 4 1 4 1 2 1 0 0 
1984 0 1 4 1 0 2 0 0 
1983 3 2 1 0 3 1 0 0 
1982 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1981 1 1 2 1 0 1 0 0 
1980 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1979 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1978 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 
1977 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1976 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1975 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 
1974 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1973 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1972 4 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1971 2 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 
1970 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1968 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1966 1 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 
1965 5 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 
1964 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 
1963 1 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 70 48 47 30 25 23 0 8 
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Appendix 5 Production Figures of New Towns’ District Plans (Cont’d) 
 
  TM YL TSW ST 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 2 0 1 0 2 0 1 
2004 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 
2003 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 
2002 5 1 0 2 0 1 1 2 
2001 1 2 0 2 0 2 0 1 
2000 1 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 
1999 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 2 
1998 3 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 
1997 5 2 0 1 0 1 1 3 
1996 3 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 
1995 5 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 
1994 1 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 
1993 3 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 
1992 3 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 
1991 2 0 0 1 0 0 4 1 
1990 3 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 
1989 9 0 0 0 1 0 12 0 
1988 11 1 0 0 0 0 8 1 
1987 15 1 2 0 3 0 9 1 
1986 10 1 0 0 4 0 13 1 
1985 9 1 2 0 3 0 20 1 
1984 7 3 3 0 1 0 9 0 
1983 7 1 0 0 0 0 10 1 
1982 6 0 1 0 0 0 4 1 
1981 4 0 1 0 0 0 5 0 
1980 3 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 
1979 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1978 3 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 
1977 3 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 
1976 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 
1975 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1974 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1973 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
1972 4 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 
1971 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 
1970 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 
1968 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1966 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1964 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
1963 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1960 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 8 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 
TOTAL 153 25 19 14 12 10 155 28 
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Appendix 5 Production Figures of New Towns’ District Plans (Cont’d) 
 
  TP FSS TKO I-TCTC 
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 1 5 0 0 0 0 1 
2004 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 1 
2003 0 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 
2002 2 1 3 1 4 2 0 3 
2001 1 2 5 1 7 2 1 2 
2000 6 2 0 0 7 2 0 1 
1999 0 2 2 1 21 2 0 1 
1998 0 1 0 1 6 1 1 1 
1997 0 1 4 0 2 0 0 0 
1996 1 0 5 1 4 1 2 0 
1995 6 0 2 1 1 0 1 1 
1994 4 1 1 1 6 2 1 1 
1993 4 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 
1992 3 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 
1991 4 1 1 0 12 0 0 0 
1990 5 0 2 1 4 0 0 0 
1989 5 1 8 1 6 0 0 0 
1988 4 0 5 0 3 0 0 0 
1987 3 1 4 1 1 0 0 0 
1986 7 1 10 0 3 0 0 0 
1985 7 1 3 0 3 0 0 0 
1984 8 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 
1983 7 0 5 0 3 0 0 0 
1982 10 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1981 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1980 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1979 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
1978 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
1977 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1976 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1975 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
1974 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1973 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1972 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1971 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1970 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1969 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1968 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1967 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1966 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1965 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1964 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1963 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1962 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1961 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1960 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1959 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1958 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1957 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1956 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
1955 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1954 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1953 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 3 0 6 0 3 0 0 0 
TOTAL 111 19 86 12 103 15 7 13 
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Appendix 5 Production Figures of New Towns’ District Plans (Cont’d) 
 
  MOS  
Year Adm. P. Sta. P. 
2005 0 0 
2004 0 1 
2003 0 2 
2002 0 1 
2001 0 1 
2000 0 2 
1999 0 1 
1998 0 0 
1997 0 1 
1996 0 1 
1995 0 1 
1994 0 1 
1993 0 0 
1992 0 0 
1991 0 1 
1990 0 0 
1989 0 0 
1988 0 0 
1987 0 0 
1986 0 0 
1985 0 0 
1984 0 0 
1983 0 0 
1982 0 0 
1981 0 0 
1980 0 0 
1979 0 0 
1978 0 0 
1977 0 0 
1976 0 0 
1975 0 0 
1974 0 0 
1973 0 0 
1972 0 0 
1971 0 0 
1970 0 0 
1969 0 0 
1968 0 0 
1967 0 0 
1966 0 0 
1965 0 0 
1964 0 0 
1963 0 0 
1962 0 0 
1961 0 0 
1960 0 0 
1959 0 0 
1958 0 0 
1957 0 0 
1956 0 0 
1955 0 0 
1954 0 0 
1953 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 
TOTAL 0 13 
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Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island 
 
H1   Kennedy Town & Mount Davis H3   Sai Ying Pun & Sheung Wan 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H1/1B 31-Jul-03 S/H1/14 2-Nov-04 L/H30/B 1-Apr-93 S/H3/20 16-Dec-03 
D/H1/1A 30-Jun-99 S/H1/13 19-Dec-03 L/H3B/1 26-Jan-92 S/H3/19 11-Jul-03 
D/H1/1 5-Jun-89 S/H1/12 11-Jun-02 D/H3/1A 1-Dec-89 S/H3/URA1/1 11-Jul-03 
S/H1/2 5-Aug-88 S/H1/11 27-Jul-01 D/H3/1 21-Jul-87 S/H3/18 2-May-03 
LH1/11H 1-Jan-85 S/H1/10 25-May-01 L/H3A/1B 14-May-87 S/H3/17 14-Mar-03 
LH1/11G 25-Jan-84 S/H1/9 19-Sep-00 L/H3A/1 1-Feb-86 S/H3/16 31-May-02 
LH1/11F 1-Jun-82 S/H1/8 21-Jan-00 LH3/54C 2-Apr-84 S/H3/15 27-Jul-01 
LH 1/8A 63-64 S/H1/7 7-May-99 L/H3N/B 1-Apr-83 S/H3/14 3-Nov-00 
  S/H1/6 12-May-95 LH3/54B Mar-82 S/H3/13 30-Nov-99 
  S/H1/5 25-Mar-94 LH3/54 Before 1981 S/H3/LDC4/2 9-Nov-99 
  S/H1/4 21-May-93 LH3/10 Before 1981 S/H3/LDC5/2 9-Nov-99 
  S/H1/2 5-Aug-88 L/H3N/A NO DATA S/H3/12 7-May-99 
  S/H1/1 31-Oct-86   S/H3/LDC4/1 12-Feb-99 
      S/H3/LDC5/1 12-Feb-99 
      S/H3/11 11-Dec-98 
      S/H3/10 8-Oct-96 
      S/H3/9 5-Nov-93 
      S/H3/LDC3/2 22-Sep-92 
      S/H3/LDC2/2 10-Sep-91 
      S/H3/LDC1/2 28-May-91 
      S/H3/7 1-Mar-91 
      S/H3/LDC3/1 1-Mar-91 
      S/H3/6 14-Sep-90 
      S/H3/5 30-Mar-90 
      S/H3/LDC1/1 30-Mar-90 
      S/H3/LDC2/1 30-Mar-90 
      S/H3/4 30-Sep-88 
      S/H3/3 13-May-88 
      S/H3/2 20-Jun-86 
      S/H3/1 13-Sep-85 
      LH 3/56G 30-Dec-83 
      LH 3/56E 19-Jun-81 
      LH 3/56B 19-Aug-77 
      LH 3/56A 1-Oct-76 
      LH 3/56 31-Oct-75 
      LH 3/52 7-Mar-72 
      LH 3/48A 26-Mar-71 
      LH 3/48 20-Mar-70 
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Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H4   Central District H5   Wan Chai 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H4/2C 27-Jun-02 S/H4/12 18-Feb-03 L/H5A/1 24-Oct-94 S/H5/URA1/1 16-Dec-05 
D/H4/2B 25-Mar-96 S/H4/11 22-Feb-02 D/H5/1A 27-Dec-89 S/H5/23 13-Sep-05 
L/H4B/A 1-Aug-94 S/H4/10 27-Jul-01 D/H5/1 5-Aug-87 S/H5/22 28-May-04 
D/H4/2 7-Dec-93 S/H4/9 27-Oct-00 LH 5/26K 3-Oct-85 S/H5/21 11-Mar-03 
D/H4/1C 1-Nov-93 S/H4/8 9-Nov-99 LH 5/26J 30-Mar-83 S/H5/20 19-Apr-02 
D/H4/1A 12-Nov-92 S/H4/7 2-Jun-99 LH 5/26H 22-Jun-81 S/H5/19 22-Feb-02 
D/H4/1 1-Aug-88 S/H4/6 7-May-99 LH 5/36C 76-77 S/H5/18 27-Jul-01 
L/H4A/1A 4-Aug-86 S/H4/5 29-May-98 LK 5/12U 65-66 S/H5/17 12-Jan-01 
LH4/49B 3-Jan-85 S/H4/4 11-Nov-94 LH 5/12J 24-Jan-61 S/H5/16 27-Oct-00 
LH4/51 2-Jan-85 S/H4/3 10-Jan-89 LH 5/12F 24-Jan-61 S/H5/15 9-Nov-99 
LH4/49A 5-Jan-84 S/H4/2 23-Jan-87 LH 5/12D 24-Jan-61 S/H5/LDC3/2 14-Sep-99 
LH4/50D 2-Jan-83 S/H4/1 8-Mar-85 LH 5/12C 24-Jan-61 S/H5/14 3-Sep-99 
LH4/37A Oct-82 LH 4/42F 4-Sep-81 LH 5/12 24-Jan-61 S/H5/LDC2/2 22-Jun-99 
LH4/50C 17-Dec-81 LH 4/42E 13-Feb-81 LH 5/9C 26-Feb-59 S/H5/13 7-May-99 
LH4/50B 22-Jun-81 LH 3/57 31-Oct-75 LH 5/26 Before 1981 S/H5/12 6-Nov-98 
LH4/50A 18-Dec-79 LH 3/27 16-Sep-69   S/H5/LDC3/1 6-Nov-98 
LH4/50 6-Jul-79 LH 3/24 22-Nov-68   S/H5/11 28-Aug-98 
L/H4/50E 6-Jun-79 LH 3/15 19-Sep-62   S/H5/LDC2/1 28-Aug-98 
LH4/49 7-Oct-78 LH 3/12 11-Aug-61   S/H5/10 29-May-98 
L/H4/43H 30-Jun-78     S/H5/LDC1/2 24-Sep-96 
L/H4/43/1H 30-Jun-78     S/H5/9 19-May-95 
LH 4/35D 75-76     S/H5/LDC1/1 19-May-95 
LH 4/35C 74-75     S/H5/8 10-Jun-94 
LH3/49A 1961     S/H5/6 16-Sep-88 
LH4/53 NO DATA     S/H5/5 14-Mar-86 
LH4/25d NO DATA     S/H5/4 31-Jan-86 
      S/H5/3 21-Jun-85 
      S/H5/2 11-Jan-85 
      S/H5/1 22-Jun-84 
      LH 5/35D 2-Jan-81 
      LH 5/35C 4-Nov-77 
      LH 5/35A 16-Jul-76 
      LH 5/35 7-Feb-75 
      LH 5/34C 8-Nov-74 
      LH 5/34B 29-Mar-74 
      LH 5/34A 24-Nov-72 
      LH 5/34 26-Feb-71 
      LH 5/29 25-Oct-68 
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Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H6   Causeway Bay H7   Wong Nai Chung 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H6/25D 25-Apr-89 S/H6/14 13-Sep-05 D/H7/1 6-Jun-86 S/H7/11 29-Apr-03 
D/H6/25C 3-Oct-86 S/H6/13 28-May-04 LH7/8B Feb-83 S/H7/10 26-Jul-02 
LH6/25B 16-Apr-84 S/H6/12 11-Mar-03 LH7/8A Jul-81 S/H7/9 19-Oct-01 
LH 6/17 67-68 S/H6/11 4-Apr-02 LH 7/3 68-69 S/H7/8 19-Jun-01 
LH6/25 Before 1981 S/H6/10 23-Nov-01 LH7/8 Before 1981 S/H7/7 21-Jul-00 
LH6/15 Before 1981 S/H6/9 10-Jul-01   S/H7/6 19-May-00 
  S/H6/8 27-Oct-00   S/H7/5 24-Dec-99 
  S/H6/7 2-May-00   S/H7/4 7-Dec-93 
  S/H6/6 21-Jan-00   S/H7/3 25-Sep-92 
  S/H6/5 7-May-99   S/H7/2 9-Jun-89 
  S/H6/4 6-Sep-96   S/H7/1 30-Aug-85 
  S/H6/3 21-Oct-94   LH 7/7E 28-Jan-83 
  S/H6/2 29-Nov-88   LH 7/7D 29-May-81 
  S/H6/1 9-May-86   LH 7/7C 2-Nov-79 
  LH 6/24C 24-Jun-83   LH 7/7A 10-Sep-76 
  LH 6/24B 7-Mar-80   LH 7/7 23-Apr-76 
  LH 6/24A 13-Oct-78   LH 7/6A 6-Nov-73 
  LH 6/24 23-Apr-76   LH 7/6 10-Mar-70 
  LH 6/22 22-Jul-69     
        
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
 
- 98 - 
Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H8   North Point H9   Shau Kei Wan 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H8E/B 8-Aug-00 S/H8/19 1-Feb-05 L/H9A/3 20-Dec-94 S/H9/14 4-Jan-05 
D/H8W/B 8-Aug-00 S/H8/18 19-Mar-04 L/H9A/2 8-Sep-93 S/H9/13 27-Feb-04 
D/H8E/A 1-May-93 S/H8/17 1-Apr-03 D/H9/1A 28-Nov-89 S/H9/12 22-Oct-02 
D/H8W/A 1-May-93 S/H8/16 19-Apr-02 D/H9/1 28-Aug-86 S/H9/11 8-Feb-02 
LH 8/30F 65-66 S/H8/15 28-Mar-02 L/H9A/1 21-Nov-85 S/H9/10 20-Apr-01 
LH8/3/4 Before 1981 S/H8/14 2-Nov-01 LH9/37A 24-Dec-79 S/H9/9 7-Jul-00 
  S/H8/12 1-Dec-00 LH9/25L 72-73 S/H9/8 24-Sep-99 
  S/H8/13 17-Aug-00 LH9/25H 20-Mar-68 S/H9/7 7-May-99 
  S/H8/11 7-Jul-00 LH9/25F 68-69 S/H9/6 1-Dec-95 
  S/H8/10 23-May-00 LH9/25 Before 1981 S/H9/5 7-Oct-94 
  S/H8/9 24-Dec-99   S/H9/4 4-Mar-94 
  S/H8/8 26-Feb-99   S/H9/2 24-Feb-89 
  S/H8/7 12-Sep-97   S/H9/1 3-Oct-86 
  S/H8/6 1-Dec-95   LH 9/38E 2-Dec-83 
  S/H8/5 26-Nov-93   LH 9/38D 22-Oct-82 
  S/H8/4 19-Apr-88   LH 9/38B 31-Oct-80 
  S/H8/3 5-Jun-87   LH 9/38 15-Sep-78 
  S/H8/2 25-Jul-86   LH 9/32 28-Nov-67 
  S/H8/1 9-May-86   LH 9/31 5-May-67 
  LH 8/35D 26-Aug-83     
  LH 8/35B 24-Jul-81     
  LH 8/35A 7-Oct-77     
  LH 8/35 9-May-75     
  LH 8/32 9-Nov-65     
  LH 8/31 15-May-64     
  LH 8/18 16-Jan-58     
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Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H10   Pok Fu Lam H11   Mid-levels West 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H10N/A 1-Oct-01 S/H10/15 1-Feb-05 D/H11/1 19-Jun-87 S/H11/13 25-Jun-02 
D/H10/28E 29-Jul-99 S/H10/14 19-Mar-04 D/H11/7 1-Jun-87 S/H11/12 27-Jul-01 
D/H10/27E 10-Mar-99 S/H10/13 11-Mar-03 LH11/4 Before 1981 S/H11/11 4-May-01 
D/H10/27D 16-Sep-88 S/H10/12 17-May-02   S/H11/10 21-Jul-00 
D/H10/28D 16-Sep-88 S/H10/11 27-Jul-01   S/H11/9 28-Jan-00 
L/H10A/2 15-Oct-87 S/H10/10 16-Mar-01   S/H11/8 7-May-99 
L/H10A/1 5-Jun-87 S/H10/9 27-Oct-00   S/H11/7 1-Jun-95 
L/H10/29 17-Sep-84 S/H10/8 14-Dec-99   S/H11/6 11-Nov-94 
D/H10/27C Jun-83 S/H10/7 30-Apr-99   S/H11/5 12-Oct-93 
D/H10/28C Jun-83 S/H10/6 10-Nov-98   S/H11/4 7-Sep-90 
D/H10/27B Jul-81 S/H10/5 22-Jul-94   S/H11/2 24-Jun-88 
D/H10/28B Jul-81 S/H10/4 26-Feb-93   S/H11/1 14-Feb-86 
D/H10/27A 1-Jul-78 S/H10/2 21-Nov-86     
D/H10/28A 1-Jul-78 S/H10/1 28-Feb-86     
LH10/25b 1971       
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Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H12   Mid-levels East H13   Jardine's Lookout & Wong Nai Chung Gap 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H12/1 19-Jun-87 S/H12/10 13-Sep-05 D/H13/1 23-Oct-87 S/H13/10 29-Jul-05 
D/H12A/1 14-Apr-86 S/H12/9 28-May-04 D/H13/6E 23-Jul-86 S/H13/9 2-Nov-04 
D/H12/7 1-Sep-84 S/H12/8 29-Apr-03 LH13/6D Feb-83 S/H13/8 24-Dec-03 
LH12/7 17-Apr-84 S/H12/7 24-May-02 LH 13/3T 72-73 S/H13/7 18-Feb-03 
  S/H12/6 24-Aug-01 LH13/3 Before 1981 S/H13/6 4-Apr-02 
  S/H12/5 27-Oct-00   S/H13/5 31-Aug-01 
  S/H12/4 11-Jul-00   S/H13/4 24-Nov-00 
  S/H12/3 29-Oct-99   S/H13/3 30-Dec-99 
  S/H12/2 1-Dec-87   S/H13/2 8-Sep-87 
  S/H12/1 9-Aug-85   S/H13/1 23-Aug-85 
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
                
 
- 101 - 
Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H14   The Peak Area H15 & H16   Arberdeen and Ap Lei Chau 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H14B/1 1-Mar-89 S/H14/7 9-Dec-03 D/H16A/17A 1-Dec-01 S/H15/21 13-Sep-05 
D/H14A/1 1-Mar-89 S/H14/6 3-Jan-03 D/H15A/B 10-Dec-01 S/H15/20 28-May-04 
LH 14/3L 63-64 S/H14/5 22-Mar-02 D/H16A/A 10-Dec-01 S/H15/19 30-Sep-03 
L/H14/3Q 18-Aug-62 S/H14/4 28-Dec-01 D/H15A/A 8-Nov-00 S/H15/18 29-Nov-02 
LH14/8 Before 1981 S/H14/3 2-Feb-01 D/H15/33L 31-Oct-97 S/H15/17 11-Jun-02 
  S/H14/2 19-Jan-88 D/H15/33K 16-Sep-88 S/H15/16 28-Sep-01 
  S/H14/1 2-May-86 D/H16/17K 15-Sep-88 S/H15/15 22-Jun-01 
  LH 14/21C 25-Apr-80 D/H16/17I 15-Sep-88 S/H15/14 20-Feb-01 
  LH 14/21B 12-Jan-79 D/H15/33J 28-Mar-85 S/H15/13 21-Jul-00 
  LH 14/21A 21-Jul-78 D/H16/17H 11-Jan-85 S/H15/12 3-Mar-00 
  LH 14/20A 22-Aug-75 LH16/17G Dec-83 S/H15/11 11-May-99 
  LH 14/20 13-Apr-73 LH15/33H 16-Mar-83 S/H15/10 8-Jan-99 
    LH16/17F Sep-82 S/H15/9 27-Feb-98 
    LH15/33G Mar-82 S/H15/8 6-May-97 
    LH16/17E 31-Jul-81 S/H15/7 26-Jan-96 
    LH16/19C 10-Feb-81 S/H15/6 29-Jul-94 
    D/H16/17J 25-Jan-80 S/H15/5 31-Aug-90 
    L/H15/39G 20-Nov-78 S/H15/4 28-Jun-88 
    D/H15/21 23-Jun-72 S/H15/3 20-Nov-87 
    D/H15/2 23-Jun-72 S/H15/2 18-Sep-87 
    LH 16/11B 4-Jun-65 S/H15/1 14-Jun-85 
    LH 16/11C 65-66 LH 15/36L 20-May-83 
    LK 16/11 3-Oct-64 LH 15/36J 28-Nov-80 
    LH 16/9C 2-Oct-64 LH 15/36D 19-Nov-76 
    LH 16/9C 64-65 LH 15/36 11-Apr-74 
    LH 15/23B 64-65 LH 15/31A 26-Jan-73 
    LH 16/8F 7-May-61 LH 15/35 26-Jan-73 
    LH 15/23B 7-May-61 LH 15/31 13-Mar-70 
    LH 15/22 7-May-61 LH 15/26 30-Nov-65 
    L/H/16/4/4 23-Oct-56 LH 15/25 10-Mar-64 
    LK 16/3 26-Sep-55 LH 15/24 11-Apr-63 
    LK 15/8B 26-Sep-55   
    LK 15/8 26-Sep-55   
    LH 15/6 30-Dec-53   
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Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H17   Shouson Hill & Repulse Bay H18   Tai Tam & Shek O 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H17/35C 7-Apr-84 S/H17/9 14-Sep-04 LH/17/19A 73-74 S/H18/8 4-Jan-05 
L/H17/32E 18-Aug-83 S/H17/8 19-Sep-03   S/H18/7 30-Jan-04 
L/H17/32C Dec-82 S/H17/7 17-Dec-02   S/H18/6 8-Oct-02 
L/H17/32B May-82 S/H17/6 15-Mar-02   S/H18/5 19-Oct-01 
D/H17/33B 1981 S/H17/5 27-Jul-01   S/H18/4 15-May-01 
L/H17A/1 6-Apr-61 S/H17/4 27-Feb-98   S/H18/3 7-Jul-00 
L/H17/24G 6-Apr-61 S/H17/3 4-Dec-90   S/H18/2 25-Jul-89 
  S/H17/2 31-Mar-89   S/H18/1 8-Apr-88 
  S/H17/1 18-Sep-87     
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Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H19   Stanley H20 & H22   Chai Wan 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H19A/B 6-Mar-00 S/H19/10 1-Feb-05 D/H20A/1A 6-Mar-00 S/H20/17 8-Nov-05 
D/H19A/A 7-Jul-97 S/H19/9 26-Mar-04 D/H22A/2A 6-Dec-99 S/H20/16 21-Oct-04 
L/H19A/B 29-Dec-93 S/H19/8 30-Apr-02 D/H22A/2 8-Dec-92 S/H20/15 26-Nov-02 
L/H19A/1 22-May-93 S/H19/7 27-Jul-01 D/H22A/1E 23-Sep-92 S/H20/14 8-Feb-02 
L/H19A/A 12-Mar-92 S/H19/6 23-Feb-01 D/H22A/1D 31-Jul-92 S/H20/13 9-Nov-01 
D/H19/24 12-Sep-83 S/H19/5 1-Jun-99 D/H22A/1C 19-Feb-92 S/H20/12 28-Sep-01 
LH 19/4P 75-76 S/H19/4 22-Jul-94 D/H22A/1A 25-Jul-89 S/H20/11 20-Apr-01 
LH 19/4M 73-74 S/H19/2 4-Aug-89 D/H22A/1 1-Apr-87 S/H20/10 21-Jul-00 
LH 19/4L 72-73 S/H19/1 27-May-88 D/H2A/1A 8-Aug-86 S/H20/9 17-Dec-99 
D/H19/21 6-Feb-61   D/H20/19A 1-May-85 S/H20/8 7-May-99 
LH 19/20T 6-Feb-61   LH 20/7P 71-72 S/H20/7 8-Jan-99 
LH 19/20R 6-Feb-61   LH 20/7D 70-71 S/H20/6 24-Sep-93 
LH 19/20P 6-Feb-61   LH 20/7K 66-67 S/H20/5 27-Dec-91 
LH 19/20M 6-Feb-61   LH 20/7J 65-66 S/H20/4 6-Sep-88 
LH 19/20H 6-Feb-61   LH 20/9 64-65 S/H20/3 15-Aug-86 
LH 19/20C 6-Feb-61     S/H20/2 12-Jul-85 
LH 19/20 6-Feb-61     S/H20/1 4-Jan-85 
LH 19/18D 11-Aug-58     LH 20/15D 3-Apr-81 
LH 19/5D 24-Jan-56     LH 20/15C 24-Feb-78 
      LH 20/14 19-Jan-73 
      LH 20/9 7-Sep-65 
      LH 20/1/2 6-Jan-58 
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Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H21   Quarry Bay H24   Central District (Extension) 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/H21A/1 10-Oct-86 S/H21/22 30-Dec-05 NO PLANS  S/H24/6 17-Dec-02 
D/H21/7H 2-Feb-85 S/H21/21 24-Mar-05   S/H24/5 22-Feb-02 
LH21/7G 12-Apr-84 S/H21/20 11-Jun-04   S/H24/4 24-Aug-01 
LH21/7E 27-Jun-82 S/H21/19 22-Aug-03   S/H24/3 27-Oct-00 
LH21/7D 29-Aug-81 S/H21/18 4-Apr-03   S/H24/2 22-Feb-00 
LH21/7C 20-Dec-79 S/H21/17 13-Dec-02   S/H24/1 29-May-98 
LH21/3S 72-73 S/H21/16 11-Jun-02     
LH21/11 Before 1981 S/H21/15 24-Aug-01     
  S/H21/14 2-Feb-01     
  S/H21/13 27-Oct-00     
  S/H21/12 26-Oct-99     
  S/H21/11 7-May-99     
  S/H21/10 18-Dec-98     
  S/H21/9 7-Oct-94     
  S/H21/8 25-Feb-94     
  S/H21/6 20-Apr-90     
  S/H21/5 28-Apr-89     
  S/H21/4 26-Feb-88     
  S/H21/3 25-Jul-86     
  S/H21/2 15-Nov-85     
  S/H21/1 20-Jul-84     
  LH 21/9F 13-Aug-82     
  LH 21/9 29-Oct-76     
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Appendix 6 The District Plans Data of Hong Kong Island (Cont’d) 
 
H25   Wan Chai North 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
NO PLANS   S/H25/1 19-Apr-02 
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Appendix 7 The District Plans Data of Kowloon  
 
K1   Tsim Sha Tsui K2   Yau Ma Tei 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/K1/1C 18-Dec-96 S/K1/21 9-Dec-05 D/K2/1E 4-Jan-00 S/K2/17 2-Nov-04 
L/K1A/1B 22-Nov-89 S/K1/20 6-May-05 D/K2/1D 25-Jul-96 S/K2/16 31-Oct-03 
D/K1/1B 2-Jan-88 S/K1/19 23-Jul-04 D/K2/1C 17-Dec-92 S/K2/15 1-Apr-03 
D/K1/1A 2-Jan-88 S/K1/18 17-Oct-03 D/K2/1B 3-Mar-89 S/K2/14 31-May-02 
D/K1/1 1-Mar-87 S/K1/17 11-Jul-03 D/K2/1A 1-Apr-86 S/K2/13 8-Feb-02 
L/K1B/1B 31-Oct-86 S/K1/16 22-Oct-02 D/K2/1 17-Jun-85 S/K2/12 27-Jul-01 
L/K1B/1A 14-Aug-85 S/K1/15 14-Jun-02 LK2/42D 19-Jul-84 S/K2/11 16-Feb-01 
L/K1C/1B 7-Aug-85 S/K1/14 25-Jan-02 LK2/47D 9-Jun-83 S/K2/10 27-Oct-00 
L/K1C/1A 29-May-85 S/K1/13 27-Jul-01 LK2/42C 18-Sep-82 S/K2/LDC1/4 1-Apr-99 
L/K1A/1A 28-Feb-85 S/K1/12 27-Oct-00 LK2/42B 2-Jan-81 S/K2/LDC1/3 23-Oct-98 
L/K1A/1 11-Feb-85 S/K1/11 17-Jun-97 LK2/47C 12-Nov-80 S/K2/9 29-Sep-98 
L/K1B/1 5-Nov-84 S/K1/LDC1/2 27-May-97 LK2/47B 17-Apr-80 S/K2/8 27-Jun-97 
L/K1C/1 1-Aug-84 S/K1/10 6-Dec-96 LK2/47A 23-Feb-79 S/K2/LDC1/2 30-Apr-96 
LK1/59B 12-Apr-84 S/K1/9 19-Apr-96 LK2/47 14-Jan-77 S/K2/LDC1/1 10-Mar-95 
LK1/53F 3-Nov-83 S/K1/8 12-May-95 LK2/43E 6-Feb-74 S/K2/7 10-Mar-95 
LK1/60C 18-Oct-83 S/K1/LDC1/1 12-May-95 LK2/43D 4-Nov-73 S/K2/6 24-Dec-93 
LK1/51F 18-Sep-82 S/K1/7 30-Sep-94 LK2/43C 18-Oct-73 S/K2/4 4-Dec-92 
LK1/53E 12-Sep-81 S/K1/6 24-Dec-93 LK2/42A 8-Aug-73 S/K2/3 20-May-88 
LK1/51E 1-Dec-80 S/K1/5 4-Dec-92 LK 2/28F 72-73 S/K2/2 9-Oct-87 
LK1/53D 18-Nov-80 S/K1/3 17-Jun-86 LK 2/28D 67-68 S/K2/1 26-Sep-86 
LK1/51D 28-May-80 S/K1/2 21-Mar-86 LK 2/28B 66-67 LK 2/46 27-Apr-76 
LK1/53C 25-Apr-80 S/K1/1 27-Apr-84 LK 2/28A 64-65 LK 2/45 30-May-75 
LK1/60B 3-Mar-80 LK 1/56D 29-Oct-82 LK 2/28 63-64 LK 2/40E 13-Apr-73 
LK1/53B 19-Sep-79 LK 1/56B 18-May-79 LK2/42 Before 1981 LK 2/40A 10-Mar-72 
LK1/60A 19-Mar-79 LK 1/62 27-Jan-78   LK 2/40 18-Jun-71 
LK1/58B 7-Mar-79 LK 1/56A 19-Aug-77   LK 2/36 9-May-69 
LK1/59A 31-Aug-78 LK 1/56 2-Jul-76   LK 2/19A 4-Jul-67 
L/K1D/1 21-Aug-78 LK 1/48 18-Jan-72   LK 2/19A 28-Jun-60 
LK1/58A 21-Aug-78 LK 1/44 7-Nov-67   LK 2/19 21-Aug-56 
LK1/60 22-Apr-78 LK 1/40 10-Dec-65   LK 2/18 11-Nov-55 
LK1/59 6-Feb-78       
LK1/53A 25-May-77       
LK 1/49B 20-May-77       
LK1/51C 15-Sep-76       
LK1/53 1-Apr-76       
LK1/51B 15-Dec-75       
LK1/51A 8-Aug-75       
LK1/51 8-Jul-74       
LK1/49B 21-Mar-74       
LK 1/49A 26-Nov-73       
LK1/49A 10-Jul-73       
LK1/45 1971       
LK1/41 68-69       
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K3   Mong Kok K4   Shek Kip Mei 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/K3/1A 30-May-89 S/K3/23 4-Nov-05 L/K4C/2 2-Aug-93 S/K4/20 11-Nov-05 
D/K3/1 23-Oct-85 S/K3/22 4-Feb-05 L/K4C/1C 2-Jun-93 S/K4/19 4-Mar-05 
LK3/9E 30-Nov-78 S/K3/21 7-May-04 L/K4D/2 23-Oct-92 S/K4/18 23-Apr-04 
LK3/12 28-Nov-78 S/K3/20 1-Aug-03 L/K4C/1B 23-Sep-92 S/K4/17 30-Sep-03 
LK3/13 6-Sep-78 S/K3/19 14-Mar-03 L/K4D/1A 17-Aug-92 S/K4/16 24-Jan-03 
LK3/9D 1-Aug-78 S/K3/18 31-May-02 L/K4C/1A 2-Mar-92 S/K4/15 4-Oct-02 
LK3/9B 20-Dec-76 S/K3/17 28-Sep-01 L/K4D/1 21-Aug-91 S/K4/14 31-May-02 
LK3/9 22-Apr-75 S/K3/16 16-Feb-01 L/K4C/1 15-Nov-90 S/K4/13 5-Oct-01 
LK3/7C 5-Dec-74 S/K3/15 21-Jul-00 L/K4/2B 30-May-85 S/K4/12 27-Jul-01 
LK3/7A 7-Feb-73 S/K3/14 25-Feb-00 LK 4/13B 73-74 S/K4/11 27-Oct-00 
LK3/4/1R 69-70 S/K3/13 7-May-99 LK 4/15 63-64 S/K4/10 13-Apr-99 
LK3/4/1Q 65-66 S/K3/LDC3/1 12-Feb-99 D/K4/1 NO DATA S/K4/9 25-Sep-98 
LK 3/4/1L 63-64 S/K3/12 31-Dec-98   S/K4/8 13-Mar-98 
  S/K3/11 31-Mar-98   S/K4/7 17-Jun-97 
  S/K3/10 13-Jun-97   S/K4/6 1-Dec-95 
  S/K3/9 13-Apr-95   S/K4/5 28-Oct-94 
  S/K3/8 24-Dec-93   S/K4/4 24-Dec-93 
  S/K3/7 3-Sep-93   S/K4/3 5-Dec-89 
  S/K3/LDC1/2 13-Jul-93   S/K4/2 9-Oct-87 
  S/K3/6 4-Dec-92   S/K4/1 17-Aug-84 
  S/K3/LDC2/1 3-May-91   LK 4/33E 22-Jul-83 
  S/K3/5 3-May-91   LK 4/33B 19-Sep-80 
  S/K3/LDC1/1 1-Mar-91   LK 4/33 24-Nov-78 
  S/K3/4 1-Mar-91   LK 4/29 13-Aug-76 
  S/K3/2 29-Apr-88   LK 4/26 27-May-71 
  S/K3/1 9-Oct-87     
  LK 3/11 2-Jan-79     
  LK 3/10 23-May-75     
  LK 3/8 1-Jun-73     
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K5   Cheung Sha Wan K6 & K7   Ho Man Tin 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/K5B/1C 1-Oct-99 S/K5/28 12-Aug-05 D/K7/2 1-Nov-99 S/K7/18 4-May-04 
D/K5E/1 8-May-86 S/K5/URA1/1 12-Aug-05 D/K6A/1A 23-Jan-96 S/K7/17 4-Jul-03 
D/K5D/1 8-May-86 S/K5/27 14-Sep-04 D/K6A/1 8-May-92 S/K7/16 4-Oct-02 
LK5/17Q 72-73 S/K5/26 21-Nov-03 D/K6/1B 12-Aug-85 S/K7/15 31-May-02 
LK5/5J 69-70 S/K5/25 30-May-03 D/K7/1B 12-Aug-85 S/K7/14 19-Oct-01 
LK5/17N 69-70 S/K5/24 4-Oct-02 LK 6/25G 75-76 S/K7/13 19-Jun-01 
LK5/22E 69-70 S/K5/23 31-May-02 LK 6/25D 69-70 S/K7/12 27-Oct-00 
LK 5/19B 65-66 S/K5/22 22-Feb-02 LK7/4 7-Apr-66 S/K7/11 5-Oct-99 
  S/K5/21 28-Sep-01 LK 6/25B 66-67 S/K7/10 7-May-99 
  S/K5/20 25-May-01 LK 6/23D 63-64 S/K7/9 20-Nov-98 
  S/K5/19 27-Oct-00 LK7/6 Before 1981 S/K7/8 18-Nov-97 
  S/K5/18 21-Jul-00   S/K7/7 26-May-95 
  S/K5/17 19-May-00   S/K7/6 28-Oct-94 
  S/K5/16 5-Oct-99   S/K7/5 24-Dec-93 
  S/K5/15 5-Mar-99   S/K7/4 24-Oct-89 
  S/K5/14 24-Apr-98   S/K7/3 31-Mar-89 
  S/K5/13 21-Oct-97   S/K7/2 18-Dec-87 
  S/K5/12 17-Jan-97   S/K7/1 1-Nov-85 
  S/K5/11 26-Apr-96   S/K6/1 17-May-85 
  S/K5/10 7-Oct-94     
  S/K5/9 24-Dec-93     
  S/K5/8 4-Dec-92     
  S/K5/7 27-Dec-91     
  S/K5/6 16-Mar-90     
  S/K5/4 9-Oct-87     
  S/K5/3 2-Aug-85     
  S/K5/2 12-Apr-85     
  S/K5/1 25-May-84     
  LK 5/32C 6-Mar-81     
  LK 5/32 24-Feb-78     
  LK 5/30 15-Apr-76     
  LK 5/26 14-Nov-72     
  LK5/25 21-May-71     
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K8   Wang Tau Hom & Tung Tau K9   Hung Hom 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/K8/1E 9-Mar-01 S/K8/17 12-Apr-05 D/K9A/1D 13-Dec-96 S/K9/18 17-Feb-04 
D/K8/1D 9-Mar-01 S/K8/16 14-May-04 D/K9A/2 3-Aug-93 S/K9/17 25-Apr-03 
D/K8/1C 8-Dec-92 S/K8/15 25-Jul-03 D/K9/1E 3-Aug-93 S/K9/16 31-May-02 
LK 8/19H 11-Nov-82 S/K8/14 24-Jan-03 D/K9A/1E 13-May-93 S/K9/15 12-Mar-02 
LK 8/19G-2 Nov-82 S/K8/13 28-May-02 D/K9A/1D 20-Apr-93 S/K9/14 27-Jul-01 
D/K8/1B 13-Jul-78 S/K8/12 17-Aug-01 D/K9A/1C 20-Oct-92 S/K9/13 6-Apr-01 
D/K8/1A 13-Jul-78 S/K8/11 27-Oct-00 D/K9A/1B 13-Dec-90 S/K9/12 21-Jul-00 
LK 8/19G-1 13-Jul-78 S/K8/10 20-Oct-98 D/K9A/1A 26-Sep-90 S/K9/11 24-Dec-99 
LK 8/19E 13-Jul-78 S/K8/9 12-Dec-97 D/K9A/1 10-May-90 S/K9/10 16-Apr-99 
LK 8/19D-3 13-Jul-78 S/K8/8 30-Dec-94 D/K9A/1 10-May-90 S/K9/9 4-Sep-98 
LK 8/19D-2 13-Jul-78 S/K8/7 24-Dec-93 D/K9/1A 18-Jan-85 S/K9/8 6-May-97 
LK 8/19D-1 13-Jul-78 S/K8/6 6-Sep-88 LK9/28 Before 1981 S/K9/7 24-Dec-93 
LK 8/19C 2-Jul-76 S/K8/5 8-Jul-88   S/K9/6 24-Jan-92 
LK 8/19B 18-Jul-72 S/K8/4 18-Dec-87   S/K9/5 20-Apr-90 
LK 8/15D 64-65 S/K8/3 2-Oct-87   S/K9/3 25-Sep-87 
LK 8/15 63-64 S/K8/2 28-Jun-85   S/K9/2 7-Mar-86 
  S/K8/1 30-Mar-84   S/K9/1 27-Apr-84 
  LK 8/23D 1-Oct-82   LK 9/27B 13-Jan-84 
  LK 8/23B 3-Oct-80   LK 9/27A 11-Dec-81 
  LK 8/23A 13-Jan-78   LK 9/27 31-Oct-75 
  LK 8/23 26-Mar-76   LK 9/24 18-Jan-72 
  LK 8/21 27-Apr-73   LK 9/23 26-Jun-70 
      LK 9/17 12-Aug-69 
      LK 9/16 11-Jun-67 
      LK 9/8/2C 27-Oct-64 
      LK 9/8/2C 30-Dec-60 
      LK 9/8/2C 6-Sep-60 
      LK 9/8/2 31-May-57 
      LK 9/8/2 29-Jun-56 
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K10   Ma Tau Kok K11   Tsz Wan Shan, Diamond Hill & San Po Kong 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/K10/1C 1-Jun-00 S/K10/18 8-Jun-04 D/K11B/1C 7-Jun-00 S/K11/20 9-Dec-05 
D/K10/1B 23-Jan-92 S/K10/17 4-Jul-03 D/K11A/1D 7-Jun-00 S/K11/19 4-Mar-05 
LK 10/24C 76-77 S/K10/16 18-Feb-03 D/K11A/1C 7-Jun-96 S/K11/18 14-May-04 
  S/K10/15 31-May-02 D/K11B/1B 3-Mar-92 S/K11/17 24-Dec-03 
  S/K10/14 19-Oct-01 L/K11B/1B 3-Mar-92 S/K11/16 21-Mar-03 
  S/K10/13 19-Jun-01 D/K11A/1B 16-Jan-92 S/K11/15 31-May-02 
  S/K10/12 27-Oct-00 L/K11A/2C 1-Dec-90 S/K11/14 22-Feb-02 
  S/K10/11 23-May-00 L/K11B/2C 3-Mar-90 S/K11/13 4-May-01 
  S/K10/10 3-Dec-99 L/K11B/2B 28-Dec-87 S/K11/12 21-Jul-00 
  S/K10/9 5-Mar-99 L/K11A/2A 28-May-87 S/K11/11 21-Jan-00 
  S/K10/8 4-Sep-98 L/K11/B/2A 26-May-87 S/K11/10 5-Mar-99 
  S/K10/7 24-Dec-93 L/K11A/1D 7-Nov-85 S/K11/9 18-Nov-97 
  S/K10/6 4-Jul-89 L/K11/B/1B 7-Nov-85 S/K11/8 6-Jun-97 
  S/K10/5 23-Sep-88 L/K11A/1C 12-Sep-85 S/K11/7 4-Nov-94 
  S/K10/4 13-May-88 L/K11A/1B 21-Dec-84 S/K11/6 24-Dec-93 
  S/K10/3 18-Dec-87 L/K11A/1A 9-Aug-84 S/K11/5 16-Aug-91 
  S/K10/2 10-Oct-86 D/K11A/1 13-Sep-82 S/K11/4 29-Jun-90 
  S/K10/1 1-Mar-85 LK 11/68J-2 13-Sep-82 S/K11/2 25-Mar-88 
  LK 10/34C 29-May-81 LK 11/68J-1 13-Sep-82 S/K11/1 30-May-86 
  LK 10/34A 2-Jun-78 D/K11B/1A 5-May-78 LK 11/75E 6-May-83 
  LK 10/34 30-Apr-76 LK 11/69G 5-May-78 LK 11/75 19-May-78 
  LK 10/32 7-Oct-69 LK 11/68F 5-May-78 LK 11/63 28-Jan-64 
  LK 10/31 6-Dec-68 LK 11/68D-2 5-May-78 LK 11/41C 6-Dec-60 
  LK 10/29 4-Jun-68 LK 11/68D-1 5-May-78 LK 11/36/3 2-Sep-58 
  LK 10/28 3-Nov-67 LK 11/69F 5-May-78   
  LK 10/18/4 9-Apr-57 LK 11/69E 5-May-78   
    LK 11/69D-2 5-May-78   
    LK 11/69D-1 5-May-78   
    LK 11/68C-2 2-Jul-76   
    LK 11/68C-1 2-Jul-76   
    LK 11/68B-2 18-Oct-72   
    LK 11/68B-1 18-Oct-72   
    LK 11/69B-2 18-Oct-72   
    LK 11/69B-1 18-Oct-72   
    LK 11/64A 72-73   
    LK11/55L 72-73   
    LK 11/61H 69-70   
    LK 11/61 8-Jul-65   
    LK 11/61G 65-66   
    LK 11/64 28-Dec-63   
    LK 11/55H 63-64   
    LK 11/64 63-64   
    LK 11/55A 30-Jun-61   
    LK 11/55 30-Jun-61   
    LK 11/41B 1959   
    LK 11/41A 1959   
    LK 11/41 1959   
    LK 11/39H 17-Oct-58   
    L/K11B/2B NO DATA   
    L/K11A/2 NO DATA   
    LK11/72K NO DATA   
    LK/1/77 NO DATA   
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K12   Ngau Chi Wan K13 & K17   Ngau Tau Kok & Kowloon Bay 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/K12/2D 1-Aug-99 S/K12/16 2-Nov-04 D/K13/1D 1-Nov-00 S/K13/24 9-Dec-05 
D/K12/2C 30-Dec-88 S/K12/15 24-Dec-03 LK/13/1C 19-Aug-96 S/K13/23 2-Sep-05 
D/K12/2B 30-Dec-88 S/K12/14 26-Nov-02 D/K17/1F 8-Jul-89 S/K13/22 25-Feb-05 
L/K12/2 3-May-88 S/K12/13 31-May-02 D/K17/1E 11-Nov-88 S/K13/21 8-Oct-04 
L/K12/1C 18-Apr-86 S/K12/12 27-Jul-01 D/K17/1D 8-Jan-88 S/K13/20 24-Dec-03 
L/K12/1B 24-Sep-85 S/K12/11 27-Oct-00 D/K17/1C 29-Dec-87 S/K13/19 21-Feb-03 
L/K12/1A 27-Feb-85 S/K12/10 7-Mar-00 D/K17/1B 24-Apr-86 S/K13/18 25-Jun-02 
LK12/54F 14-Mar-84 S/K12/9 30-Apr-99 D/K17/1 1-Aug-84 S/K13/17 2-Nov-01 
LK12/51 20-Aug-83 S/K12/8 21-Apr-98 LK/17/7 22-Apr-81 S/K13/16 19-Jan-01 
D/K12/2A 14-Mar-83 S/K12/7 4-Apr-97 LK/17/6C 7-Oct-80 S/K13/15 27-Oct-00 
D/K12/2 14-Mar-83 S/K12/6 24-Dec-93 LK/17/6 29-Apr-77 S/K13/14 28-Mar-00 
LK 12/54F 12-Dec-81 S/K12/4 14-Aug-92 LK17/3D 17-Apr-75 S/K13/13 28-May-99 
LK12/51E 18-Jun-80 S/K12/3 23-Mar-90 LK/17/3/1D 17-Apr-75 S/K13/12 15-Dec-98 
LK 12/54E 9-Jan-79 S/K12/2 22-Jul-88 D/K17/1G 18-Sep-74 S/K13/11 4-Sep-98 
LK 12/54D-2 9-Jan-79 S/K12/1 20-Dec-85 LK/17/3/1C 23-Mar-72 S/K13/10 13-Mar-98 
LK 12/54D-1 9-Jan-79 LK 12/53F 6-May-83 LK17/3C 12-May-71 S/K13/9 7-Apr-95 
LK 12/54C 9-Jan-79 LK 12/53 2-Apr-76 LK 17/1F 66-67 S/K13/8 24-Dec-93 
LK 12/54B 9-Jan-79 LK 12/49 4-Apr-72 LK 17/1E 65-66 S/K13/7 21-May-93 
LK 12/54A 2-Jul-76 LK 12/48 20-Nov-70 LK13/48 24-Feb-62 S/K13/6 7-Sep-90 
LK 12/54 2-Jul-76 LK 12/45 8-Jul-69 LK13/52 Before 1981 S/K13/5 6-Apr-90 
LK12/51B 11-Oct-75 LK 12/44 8-Sep-67 LK/17/3R NO DATA S/K13/3 10-Jun-88 
LK12/51A 18-Jan-74     S/K13/2 27-Mar-87 
LK 12/50A 72-73     S/K13/1 22-Aug-86 
LK 12/50A-3 23-Jan-70       
LK 12/50A-2 23-Jan-70       
LK 12/50A-1 23-Jan-70       
LK12/42B 2-Jul-65       
LK 12/42F 65-66       
LK 12/42C 12-Jun-64       
LK 12/42A 12-Jun-64       
LK 12/42 12-Jun-64       
LK 12/40 63-64       
LK12/51G NO DATA       
L/K12/1 NO DATA       
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K14 (N/S)   Kwun Tong (N/S) K15   Cha Kwo Ling, Yau Tong, Lei Yue Mun 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/K14B/1E 10-Sep-02 S/K14S/12 9-Dec-05 D/K15C/1B 10-Jul-01 S/K15/15 21-Jun-02 
D/K14A/1E 22-Feb-02 S/K14S/11 25-Feb-05 D/K15C/1A 20-May-96 S/K15/14 30-May-02 
D/K14B/1D 5-Dec-88 S/K14N/9 2-Nov-04 D/K15C/1 14-Feb-92 S/K15/13 27-Jul-01 
D/K14B/1C 5-Dec-88 S/K14S/10 16-Mar-04 L/K15E/2 24-Apr-88 S/K15/12 23-Jan-01 
D/K14A/1D 16-May-88 S/K14N/8 31-Oct-03 L//K15E/1B 24-Apr-88 S/K15/11 7-Mar-00 
D/K14A/1C 16-May-88 S/K14N/7 18-Feb-03 L/K15E/1A 17-Aug-87 S/K15/10 7-May-99 
D/K14A/1B 30-Jan-85 S/K14N/6 31-May-02 L/K15E/1 9-Mar-87 S/K15/9 4-Sep-98 
D/K14A/1A 30-Jan-85 S/K14S/9 19-Oct-01 L/K14C/1 8-Aug-86 S/K15/8 27-Mar-98 
D/K14B/1B 30-Jan-85 S/K14N/5 19-Oct-01 L/K15D/1 6-Mar-86 S/K15/7 24-Dec-93 
D/K14B/1A 30-Jan-85 S/K14S/8 10-Jul-01 D/K15B/1A 27-Jul-81 S/K15/6 8-Jan-93 
LK 14/19V-2 Nov-82 S/K14N/4 10-Oct-00 L/K14C/1C 14-Nov-80 S/K15/4 20-Nov-87 
LK 14/19V-1 Nov-82 S/K14S/7 5-Oct-00 L/K14C/1A 9-Oct-80 S/K15/3 27-Jun-86 
LK 14/19V-3 12-May-82 S/K14S/6 14-Sep-99 L/K15/32H 9-Nov-78 S/K15/2 18-Oct-85 
LK 14/19C 76-77 S/K14N/3 28-May-99 L/K15/32G 17-Mar-78 S/K15/1 7-Sep-84 
LK 14/20C 76-77 S/K14S/5 7-May-99 L/K15/32F 3-May-76 LK 15/45A 25-Sep-81 
LK14/20 10-Sep-71 S/K14S/4 4-Sep-96 L/K15/32E 17-Apr-75 LK 15/45 19-Sep-80 
LK14/19 10-Sep-71 S/K14S/3 4-Nov-94 L/K15/32 11-Sep-69 LK 15/35 12-Mar-71 
LK 14/19U 8-Nov-66 S/K14N/2 5-Jul-94 L/K15/30 1-Sep-66 LK 15/25/4 8-Sep-59 
LK 14/19T 8-Nov-66 S/K14S/2 24-Dec-93 LK 15/24/B 17-Sep-56 LK 15/25/6 8-Sep-59 
LK 14/19R 8-Nov-66 S/K14S/1 21-May-93 L/K15/32D NO DATA LK 15/27/2A 5-Aug-58 
LK 14/19Q 8-Nov-66 S/K14N/1 21-May-93 L/K15/1 NO DATA LK 15/27/1 14-Feb-58 
LK 14/19P 8-Nov-66 S/K14/3 8-Dec-89     
LK 14/19N 8-Nov-66 S/K14/2 3-Mar-89     
LK 14/19M 8-Nov-66 S/K14/1 11-Dec-87     
LK 14/19L 8-Nov-66 LK 14/17 9-Mar-65     
LK 14/19K 8-Nov-66 LK 14/17 25-Sep-64     
LK 14/19J 8-Nov-66 LK 15/24/2 9-Jan-59     
LK 14/19H 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/19E-2 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/19E-1 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/19C-2 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/19C-1 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20S 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20R 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20Q 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20L 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20K 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20J 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20H 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20G 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20F 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20E 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20C-5 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20C-4 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20C-3 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20C-2 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/20C-1 8-Nov-66       
LK 14/16 10-Feb-64       
LK 14/7F 19-Dec-63       
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K16   Lai Chi Kok K18   Kowloon Tong 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/K16/1E 1-Apr-00 S/K16/14 12-Apr-05 D/K18/1A 15-Jan-02 S/K18/11 5-Oct-04 
D/K16/1C 1995 S/K16/13 23-Apr-04 D/K18/1 18-Dec-92 S/K18/10 7-Nov-03 
LK 16/12J 74-75 S/K16/12 8-Jul-03 LK 18/8E 18-Dec-82 S/K18/9 24-Jan-03 
D/K16/1D NO DATA S/K16/11 6-Dec-02 LK 18/8D 18-Dec-82 S/K18/8 12-Apr-02 
  S/K16/10 31-May-02 LK 18/8C-6 6-Jun-77 S/K18/7 19-Oct-01 
  S/K16/9 27-Jul-01 LK 18/8C-5 6-Jun-77 S/K18/6 10-Apr-01 
  S/K16/8 20-Apr-01 LK 18/8C-4 6-Jun-77 S/K18/5 21-Jul-00 
  S/K16/7 21-Jul-00 LK 18/8C-3 6-Jun-77 S/K18/4 19-May-00 
  S/K16/6 24-Dec-99 LK 18/8C-2 6-Jun-77 S/K18/3 30-Jun-98 
  S/K16/5 20-Oct-98 LK 18/8C-1 6-Jun-77 S/K18/2 19-Dec-97 
  S/K16/4 24-Dec-93 LK 18/8B-8 6-Jun-77 S/K18/1 24-Dec-93 
  S/K16/3 11-Dec-92 LK 18/8B-7 6-Jun-77 LK 18/10A 4-May-82 
  S/K16/1 8-Nov-85 LK 18/8B-6 6-Jun-77 LK 18/10A 4-Jan-80 
    LK 18/8B-5 6-Jun-77 LK 18/10 9-Feb-79 
    LK 18/8B-4 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8B-3 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8B-2 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8B-1 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8A-8 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8A-7 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8A-6 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8A-5 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8A-4 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8A-3 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8A-2 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8A-1 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/8 6-Jun-77   
    LK 18/3A-4 2-Jul-76   
    LK 18/3A-3 2-Jul-76   
    LK 18/3A-2 2-Jul-76   
    LK 18/3A-1 2-Jul-76   
    LK 18/3-7 2-Jul-76   
    LK 18/4L 72-73   
    LK 18/5G 72-73   
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Appendix 7 The District Plans Data of Kowloon (Cont’d) 
 
K19   Kai Tak (North) K20   South West Kowloon 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
NO PLANS  S/K19/3 25-Jun-02 D/K20B/C 1-Oct-03 S/K20/17 21-Oct-05 
  S/K19/2 27-Jul-01 D/K20A/E 13-Dec-01 S/K20/16 14-Jan-05 
  S/K19/1 4-Sep-98 D/K20C/B 1-Sep-00 S/K20/15 26-Mar-04 
    D/K20B/B 1-Mar-00 S/K20/14 11-Jul-03 
    D/K20A/D 1-Oct-99 S/K20/13 3-Jan-03 
    D/K20C/A 14-Sep-99 S/K20/12 28-Jun-02 
    D/K20B/A 2-Nov-98 S/K20/11 21-Sep-01 
    D/K20A/B 1-Aug-93 S/K20/10 27-Oct-00 
    L/K202/A 1-Aug-93 S/K20/9 11-Jul-00 
    L/K20B/A 1-Aug-93 S/K20/8 3-Dec-99 
    L/K20A/A 1-Aug-93 S/K20/7 4-Jun-99 
    L/K20D/A 1-Aug-93 S/K20/6 9-Oct-98 
    D/K20A/A 18-Aug-92 S/K20/5 24-Apr-98 
    D/K20A/C NO DATA S/K20/4 23-Jan-98 
      S/K20/3 10-Dec-96 
      S/K20/2 16-Feb-96 
      S/K20/1 4-Dec-92 
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Appendix 7 The District Plans Data of Kowloon (Cont’d) 
 
K21   Kai Tak (South) 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
NO PLANS  S/K21/3 25-Jun-02 
  S/K21/2 27-Jul-01 
  S/K21/1 4-Sep-98 
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
        
  
- 116 - 
Appendix 8 The District Plans Data of New Towns 
 
TW &TWW   Tsuen Wan & Twun Wan West KC   Kwai Chung 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
L/TW 19/C 1996 LTW/142 24-Dec-74 S/TW/22 9-Dec-05 L/KCE2/3 4-Oct-96 S/KC/21 29-Jun-04 
D/TYA 10-Feb-95 LTW/138 13-Nov-73 S/TWW/15 5-Aug-05 D/KCI/A 1-Dec-95 S/KC/20 26-Sep-03 
L/TW 19/B 1995 LTW/32N 72-73 S/TW/21 24-Jun-05 L/KCE2/2B 1995 S/KC/19 6-Dec-02 
D/TWW/2A 1995 LTW/34M 72-73 S/TW/20 17-Sep-04 D/KCW/2 11-Oct-90 S/KC/18 5-Jul-02 
L/TW-CL/1 17-Jan-94 LTW/94B 72-73 S/TW/19 19-Dec-03 D/KCE/2 1-Sep-90 S/KC/17 28-Sep-01 
L/TW-LW/1 1-Jun-93 LTW/95B 72-73 S/TW/18 5-Sep-03 D/KCE/2A 9-Aug-90 S/KC/16 16-Feb-01 
L/TW-STP/1 6-Apr-93 LTW/37T 71-72 S/TWW/14 8-Jul-03 D/KCE/1A 1-Jul-90 S/KC/15 27-Oct-00 
L/TWN6/2 11-Mar-92 LTW/102C 71-72 S/TW/17 28-Feb-03 L/KCE/2/2 1989 S/KC/14 9-Nov-99 
D/TWN/2 20-Mar-92 LTW/101A 66-67 S/TWW/13 13-Dec-02 L/KCW4/2 13-Nov-89 S/KC/13 12-Feb-99 
D/TWC/2 20-Sep-91 LTW/32L 65-66 S/TW/16 11-Jun-02 L/KCE6/2 23-Oct-89 S/KC/12 11-Apr-97 
D/TWC/2A 19-Jul-91 LTW/34 65-66 S/TW/15 8-Mar-02 L/KCE1/2B 25-Sep-89 S/KC/11 30-Jan-96 
L/TWN6/1B 1-Jun-91 LTW/97 65-66 S/TWW/12 1-Mar-02 L/KCE6/2A 25-Sep-89 S/KC/10 14-Oct-94 
L/TWN1/1B 24-Jan-91 LTW/101 65-66 S/TW/14 26-Oct-01 L/KCE5/2 7-Oct-87 S/KC/9 9-Jul-93 
L/TW/N1/2 24-Jan-91 LTW/102 65-66 S/TWW/11 27-Jul-01 L/KCW5/2 4-Apr-86 S/KC/8 3-Jul-92 
D/TWC/2 19-Jul-91 LTW53E 63-64 S/TW/13 12-Jan-01 TWNT/85/A 1-Apr-86 S/KC/7 19-Oct-90 
L/TWC11/1 4-Sep-90 TW/NT/56A NO DATA S/TWW/10 27-Oct-00 TWNT/12A 12-Dec-85 S/KC/6 2-Oct-90 
L/TWC6/2 28-Aug-90 TWNT232/81 NO DATA S/TW/12 21-Jul-00 L/KCW3/2A 2-May-85 S/KC/5 21-Jul-89 
L/TWC12/2 6-Aug-90 TWNT/19A NO DATA S/TWW/9 21-Jul-00 L/TWN4/2A 2-Mar-85 S/KC/4 17-Jun-88 
L/TWC6/1D 30-Jul-90   S/TWW/8 24-Dec-99 TWNT/11C 1-Jan-85 S/KC/3 17-Oct-86 
L/TWC12/2 8-Jun-90   S/TW/11 14-Sep-99 TWNT/67A 13-Dec-84 S/KC/2 8-Nov-85 
L/TWC6/1C 25-Apr-90   S/TW/10 25-Sep-98 L/KCE3/2D 18-Oct-84 S/KC/1 11-May-84 
L/TWC6/1B 9-Apr-90   S/TWW/7 5-May-98 TWNT/15B 1-Jul-84 LTW/145E 23-Oct-81 
L/TWC6/1A 28-Dec-89   S/TW/9 6-Mar-98 TWNT/17A 1-Jul-84 LTW/145C 22-Dec-78 
L/TWN3/2 12-Dec-89   S/TW/8 28-Nov-97 L/TWN5/2C 2-Mar-83 LTW/145A 26-Aug-77 
L/TWC4/2 24-Nov-89   S/TW/7 16-Aug-96 TWNT/17 31-Mar-81 LTW/145 2-Jul-76 
L/TW-ST/1 29-Oct-89   S/TWW/6 12-Jul-96 TWNT/42C 18-May-81 LTW/142 23-Sep-75 
L/TWC4/2A 27-Sep-89   S/TWW/5 28-Oct-94 TWNT/15 23-Oct-80 LTW/142 24-Dec-74 
L/TW-LW/1 23-Jun-89   S/TW/6 12-Oct-93 LTW/133 18-Dec-79 LTW/139B 1-Jun-73 
L/TWN2/2 11-May-89   S/TWW/3 23-Aug-91 LTW/127 1973 LTW/139A 8-Dec-72 
L/TWC4/1 29-Mar-89   S/TW/5 19-Oct-90 LTW/128 1972 LTW/132 26-Nov-71 
L/TWC12/1 1-Mar-89   S/TWW/2 11-May-90 LTW/35N 71-72   
TW/NT/56B 1-Sep-87   S/TWW/1 3-Feb-89 LTW/98D 71-72   
D/TWW/2 22-Aug-87   S/TW/3 23-Sep-88 LTW/35L 68-69   
TWNT/48 1-Jul-87   S/TW/2 17-Oct-86 LTW/37R 68-69   
TWNT/82D 11-Jun-87   S/TW/1 7-Jun-85 LTW/35K 66-67   
TWNT/45B 21-May-87   LTW/146N 6-Jan-84 LTW/102B 66-67   
TWNT/89 1-Dec-86   LTW/146M 1-Jul-83 LTW/98 65-66   
TWNT/80B 13-Mar-86   LTW/146L 29-Apr-83 LTW/86T 65-66   
L/TWC3/2 29-Aug-85   LTW/146K 30-Oct-81 LTW/79 64-65   
L/TWC5/2A 29-Aug-85   LTW/146C 18-Aug-78 LTW/93 64-65   
TWNT/45A 11-Jul-85   LTW/146A 26-Aug-77 LTW36T 64-65   
L/TWN4/2A 2-Mar-85   LTW/146 2-Jul-76 LTW/95 1964   
TWNT/3 6-Oct-83   LTW/138 13-Nov-73 LTW/36P 63-64   
L/TWN5/2C 2-Mar-83   LTW/131A 4-Aug-72 LTW/70C 63-64   
TWNT/3 1-May-83   LTW/131 26-Nov-71 LTW/77A 63-64   
TWNT66 1-Jun-82   LTW/103 14-Dec-65 LTW/78 63-64   
LTW/140C 31-Mar-82   LTW/75 8-Oct-63 LTW/128E NO DATA   
TWNT/19 1-Jun-81   LTW/57 1-Sep-61     
TWNT/18A 18-Aug-80         
TWNT/18 1980         
TWNT/4J 4-Jun-79         
LTY/24 1-Jun-78         
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Appendix 8 The District Plans Data of New Towns (Cont’d) 
 
TY   Tsing Yi SC   Stonecutters Island 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
D/TY/A 1-Feb-95 S/TY/21 2-Sep-05 NO PLANS  S/SC/8 14-Sep-04 
L/TY7/C 1-Oct-94 S/TY/20 15-Oct-04   S/SC/7 17-Oct-03 
L/TY6/C 1-Oct-94 S/TY/19 4-May-04   S/SC/6 9-Oct-02 
L/TY3/2D 1-Oct-94 S/TY/18 26-Jul-02   S/SC/5 19-Oct-01 
L/TY3/2C 1-Aug-93 S/TY/17 26-Oct-01   S/SC/4 27-Jun-00 
L/TY2/3A 23-Nov-91 S/TY/16 19-Jan-01   S/SC/3 24-Dec-99 
D/TY/1B 6-Dec-90 S/TY/15 27-Oct-00   S/SC/2 11-Dec-92 
L/TY5/2 2-Jul-90 S/TY/14 13-Apr-99   S/SC/1 16-Feb-90 
L/TY5/2A 25-May-90 S/TY/13 29-May-98     
L/TY1/2 6-Nov-89 S/TY/12 31-Jan-97     
L/TY1/2B 30-Sep-89 S/TY/11 1-Dec-95     
D/TY/1 9-May-89 S/TY/10 27-Sep-94     
L/TY3/2 1988 O/S/TY/9 11-Mar-94     
TWNT/20C 31-Jul-87 S/TY/9 3-Apr-92     
TWNT/32B 12-Jan-87 S/TY/8 31-Jan-92     
TWNT/32 17-Jul-86 S/TY/6 23-Feb-90     
LP 23/86 25-Mar-86 S/TY/5 2-Jun-89     
TWNT/20 1-Mar-85 S/TY/3 16-Aug-85     
TWNT/28A 14-Feb-85 S/TY/2 13-Apr-84     
L/TY4/2 24-Jun-83 S/TY/1 30-Mar-84     
L/TY3/2B 24-Jun-83 LTY/24D 19-Aug-83     
TWNT/22B 1983 LTY/24C 21-Aug-81     
TWNT/22 1978 LTY/24 30-Aug-78     
TY/1 1975       
LTY/15A 66-67       
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Appendix 8 The District Plans Data of New Towns (Cont’d) 
 
TM   Tuen Mun 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
L/TM37B/1J 1-Dec-02 L/TM2/27 27-Jun-88 L/TM45/1E 9-Dec-82 S/TM/21 2-Dec-05 
L/TM39/1M 1-Mar-02 L/TM14/1F 11-Mar-88 L/TM19/1E 12-Oct-82 S/TM/20 4-Jan-05 
L/TM-SS/B 27-Feb-02 L/TM2/14C 1-Jan-88 L/TM31/1H 12-Oct-82 S/TM/19 12-Mar-04 
L/TM59/1E 18-Feb-02 L/TM2/55 31-Dec-87 L/TM2/5/1D 15-Mar-82 S/TM/18 30-Sep-03 
L/TM-TME/B 8-Feb-02 L/TM12/1D 23-Nov-87 LTM 1/0/1E May-82 S/TM/17 24-Jan-03 
ML/TM-TME/A 8-Aug-01 L/TM9/1L 20-Nov-87 L/TM2/9E 14-Dec-81 S/TM/16 19-Apr-02 
L/TM5/2 25-Apr-00 LTM1/0/1H 1-Nov-87 LTM2/16/2C 1-Apr-81 S/TM/15 24-Aug-01 
L/TM44/2 4-Sep-98 L/TM13/1B 7-Oct-87 LTM 2/36/1 1981 S/TM/14 16-Mar-01 
L/TM48A/1 27-Jun-98 L/TM-CUT/1C 2-Oct-87 LTM 1/0/1A 1981 S/TM/13 21-Jul-00 
L/TM29/1 26-Jan-98 L/TM-NW/1C 2-Oct-87 L/TM2/43/1C 20-Oct-80 S/TM/12 28-Apr-00 
L/TM56/1 1-Dec-97 L/TM2/12D 23-Sep-87 L/TM2/5/1B 21-Jul-80 S/TM/11 19-Jan-99 
L/TM-SKW/B 19-Aug-97 L/TM2/9K 1-Sep-87 LTM  1/0/1 Sep-80 S/TM/10 7-Nov-97 
L/TM48A/A 23-Jun-97 L/TM/59/1C 6-Aug-87 L/TM11/1 30-Jul-79 S/TM/9 27-May-97 
L/TM/56/1 22-Mar-97 L/TM59/1C 11-Jun-87 LTM 2/11/4 1979 S/TM/8 22-Apr-94 
L/TM56/1 12-Mar-97 L/TM2/12C 28-May-87 LCP/ 340 1979 S/TM/7 2-Feb-90 
L/TM55/A 16-Dec-96 LTM2/44/1L 12-Mar-87 LTM5/M J 1978 S/TM/6 16-Aug-88 
L/TM 29B 1996 L/TM59/1B 20-Feb-87 L/TM2/30C 17-Oct-78 S/TM/5 30-Oct-87 
L/TM-LT/E 1996 LTM2/13 1-Jan-87 TM1/G 1-Mar-78 S/TM/4 6-Jun-86 
L/TM18/2 17-Oct-95 L/TM2/12B 15-Nov-86 LTM2/20A 19-Aug-77 S/TM/3 8-Feb-85 
L/TM4A/2 22-Sep-95 L/TM2/9I 15-Nov-86 TM1/E 1977 S/TM/2 24-Aug-84 
L/TM-LT/B 1-Mar-95 L/TM59/1A 17-Oct-86 LCP/53 76-77 S/TM/1 1-Jun-84 
L/TM-SHT/2 19-Jan-95 L/TM/39/1K 6-Oct-86 L/TM2/30/2A 29-Oct-75 LTM/2A 20-Jan-84 
L/TM 56/C 1995 L/TM17/1C 6-Oct-86 TM/1C 20-Mar-74 LTM/2 29-Jul-83 
L/TM58/1 5-Jan-94 L/TM30A/1F 6-Oct-86 LCP/33C 73-74 LCP/36 13-Jun-67 
L/TM52/1 28-Oct-93 L/TM2/14A 14-Aug-86 LCP/37K 73-74 LCP/32 21-Mar-66 
L/TM11/2 28-Oct-93 L/TM5/1K 4-Aug-86 LCP/45 24-Oct-73   
L/TM11/1C 13-Oct-93 LTM2/16/2F 4-Apr-86 LCP/33B 72-73   
L/TM44/1S 25-Nov-92 RU/ SHT/1B 4-Apr-86 LCP/34M 72-73   
L/TM38/1A 2-Jun-92 D/TM2/1I 7-Nov-85 LCP/35L 72-73   
L/TM38/1 1-Apr-92 D/TM4/1 7-Nov-85 LCP/37J 72-73   
L/TM27/A 25-Oct-91 L/TM2/1I 7-Nov-85 LCP 43B 1971   
LTM/27/A 1-Oct-91 L/TM2/30C 5-Nov-85 LCP/34J 70-71   
L/TM16/1C 1-Aug-90 L/TM2A/1G 29-Aug-85 LCP/39 1968   
L/TM/6/A 1-Jun-90 LTM1/0/6 11-Jul-85 LCP/39E 68-69   
L/TM44/1P 29-May-90 L/TM2/5/1F 18-Apr-85 LCP/37B 67-68   
L/TM-KWL/1E 14-Nov-89 L/TM10/1K 23-Jan-85 LCP/35E 67-68   
RU/ SHT/1F 10-Aug-89 L/TM37B/1I 23-Jan-85 LCP/34E 67-68   
L/TM43/1A 10-Jul-89 L/TM28/1F 11-Dec-84 LCP/33A 66-67   
L/TM73/1A 10-Jul-89 L/TM2/28/1B 1-Dec-84 LCP/34A 66-67   
L/TM2/43/2A 26-Jun-89 L/TM/2/2/2 6-Aug-84 LCP/35A 66-67   
LTM2/16/2M 30-May-89 L/TM2/10B 6-Aug-84 LCP/11A 1964   
L/TM2/KWL/1 3-May-89 L/TM2/40/1K 30-Jul-84 L/TM11/1B NO DATA   
LTMSKW/1 30-Jan-89 L/TM3/1H 14-Jun-84 L/TM16/1 NO DATA   
LTM1/59/1C 19-Jan-89 L/TM51/1C 31-Jan-84 L/TM2/10 NO DATA   
L/TM20/1E 20-Dec-88 L/TM36B-1I 26-Oct-83 L/TM2/9F-H NO DATA   
L/TM2/45/2 19-Dec-88 L/TM2/3 1-Oct-83 L/TM55B/A NO DATA   
LTM2/16/2J 16-Dec-88 L/TM23/1D 7-Sep-83 L/TM57/B NO DATA   
L/TM40/1P 15-Dec-88 LTM2/51 1-Aug-83 LTM2/39/2K NO DATA   
L/TM2/55/1 1-Dec-88 L/TM2B/1D 24-Jun-83 RU/ SHT/1E NO DATA   
L/TM2/40/1L 28-Sep-88 LTM 1/0/1G 13-May-83     
LTM2/20/2C 28-Sep-88 L/TM2/12 25-Mar-83     
LTM/2/27 29-Jun-88 L/TM2/45/1D 19-Dec-82     
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Appendix 8 The District Plans Data of New Towns (Cont’d) 
 
YL   Yuen Long TSW   Tin Shui Wai 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
L/YL-TN/3 25-Apr-00 S/YL/14 15-Apr-05 D/TSW S/1B 24-Jul-89 S/TSW/10 8-Nov-05 
L/YL-KH/2 12-Jul-95 S/YL/13 28-May-04 OD/TSW/3A Nov-87 S/TSW/9 15-Apr-05 
L/YL-TW/2 20-Nov-93 S/YL/12 26-Nov-02 L/TSW EPH/1C 25-Jun-87 S/TSW/8 28-May-04 
L/YL-TS/2 31-Mar-93 S/YL/11 8-Mar-02 L/TSW NW/1D 25-Jun-87 S/TSW/7 30-Apr-02 
L/YL-NTM/2B 25-Feb-93 S/YL/10 9-Nov-01 L/TSW SW/1C 16-Aug-86 S/TSW/6 24-Aug-01 
L/YL-HSK/2 14-Jan-93 S/YL/9 24-Aug-01 L/TSW TC/1D 11-Aug-86 S/TSW/5 16-Mar-01 
L/YL KTW/2 16-Sep-92 S/YL/8 22-Dec-00 L/TSW SE/1F 11-Aug-86 S/TSW/4 27-Oct-00 
L/YL-PSS/1F 23-Oct-87 S/YL/7 14-Dec-99 OD/TSW/3 1986 S/TSW/3 1-Dec-98 
L/YL-TE/1K 9-Jun-87 S/YL/6 21-May-99 L/TSW TYE/1D 7-Nov-85 S/TSW/2 18-Jul-97 
L/YL-KT/1E 7-Nov-85 S/YL/5 12-Feb-99 L/TSW TSE/1D 7-Nov-85 S/TSW/1 21-Oct-94 
L/YL-SPT/1C 14-Jun-85 S/YL/4 4-Sep-98 L/TSW WPH/1D 2-May-85   
L/YL-TIA/1M 18-Oct-84 S/YL/3 9-Dec-97 MDP/TSW/1E 22-Nov-84   
L/YL-LP/1F 18-Oct-84 S/YL/2 3-Nov-95     
L/YL-LFS/1C 14-Jun-84 S/YL/1 12-Apr-91     
L/YL-FP/1C 28-Sep-82       
L/YL-IE/1D 27-Jun-81       
LYL/25F 72-73       
LYL/25E 71-72       
LYL/25B 66-67       
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Appendix 8 The District Plans Data of New Towns (Cont’d) 
 
ST   Sha Tin 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
L/ST108/2 3-Sep-02 L/ST4B/1B 26-Nov-86 L/ST64/1A 12-Oct-82 S/ST/21 16-Dec-05 
L/ST111B/E 1997 L/ST4B/1A 16-Oct-86 STP/77/2028F 8-Jul-82 S/ST/20 8-Jun-04 
L/ST14B/3 9-Oct-96 L/ST11/1A 15-Oct-86 STP78/007L 26-May-82 S/ST/19 16-Jan-04 
L/ST14B/2F 9-Oct-96 L/ST4B/1 31-Jul-86 L/ST/14D/1 27-Feb-82 S/ST/18 17-Apr-03 
L/ST4C/4 19-Jul-96 L/ST5D/1A 21-Jul-86 STP80/004B 4-Nov-81 S/ST/17 5-Jul-02 
L/ST108/1 3-Jan-96 L/ST11/1 31-May-86 STP80/004A 13-May-81 S/ST/16 3-May-02 
L/ST 108/B 1995 L/ST2F/1F 4-Apr-86 L/ST41A/1A 12-May-81 S/ST/15 25-Sep-01 
L/ST77/8 30-Dec-94 L/ST17/1C 4-Apr-86 L/ST72/1 23-Jan-81 S/ST/14 4-Aug-00 
L/ST11/1E Sep-94 L/ST/51A/1C 4-Apr-86 STP81/010 1981 S/ST/13 8-Oct-99 
L/ST68/4 1-Dec-92 L/ST17/1B 4-Apr-86 STP78/007 19-Dec-80 S/ST/12 11-May-99 
L/ST110/3 18-Jun-92 L/ST2F/1A 4-Apr-86 STP79/002D 19-Dec-80 S/ST/11 14-Aug-98 
D/ST3/1B May-92 L/ST51A/1C 13-Feb-86 STP78/007I 2-Aug-80 S/ST/10 9-Dec-97 
L/ST36/2A 2-Mar-92 D/ST1/1 1986 L/ST30A/1 1-Aug-80 S/ST/9 30-May-97 
L/ST39/3 16-Dec-91 L/ST1/1A Sep-85 78/P/2(A) Apr-80 R/S/ST/8 17-Jan-97 
L/ST4C/3 16-Dec-91 L/ST2F/1 27-Jul-85 STP/77/2028D 5-Mar-80 S/ST/8 29-Nov-96 
L/ST35/3 21-Feb-91 L/ST67 23-Jul-85 L/ST17/1 19-Jan-80 S/ST/7 19-Jan-96 
L/ST65B/2 21-Feb-91 STP/79/508G 23-Jul-85 L/ST15/1 30-Mar-79 S/ST/6 10-Dec-93 
L/ST11/1C 19-Dec-90 STP/L16C/1A 23-Jul-85 STP/77/2028(B) 27-Nov-78 S/ST/5 29-Nov-91 
L/ST111/4 29-Nov-90 L/ST5B/1 4-Jul-85 L/ST11A/1 22-Nov-78 S/ST/4 5-Jul-88 
L/ST4C/2B 14-Sep-90 L/ST18/1 4-Jul-85 STP78/001C 6-Nov-78 S/ST/3 20-Nov-87 
L/ST14B/2 1-Aug-90 L/ST20/1 4-Jul-85 L/ST3/1 11-Aug-78 S/ST/2 20-Jun-86 
L/ST14B/1B 1-Aug-90 L/ST4C/1 4-Jul-85 L/ST25/1F 31-May-78 S/ST/1 21-Aug-85 
L/ST4C/2A 29-May-90 L/ST66/1 4-Apr-85 L/ST46/1B 31-May-78 LST/69E 6-May-83 
L/ST11/1B 12-Dec-89 L/ST38B/1B 4-Apr-85 L/ST25/1A 17-Apr-78 LST/69D 8-Apr-82 
L/ST2F/1D Dec-89 L/ST24C/1B 9-Mar-85 STP77/004C 7-Dec-77 LST/69C 7-Nov-80 
L/ST4C/2 23-Aug-89 L/ST25/1F 9-Mar-85 L/ST5B/1B 7-Dec-77 LST/69 25-Aug-78 
L/ST2F/1C 26-Jul-89 L/ST18/1A 2-Mar-85 STP/77/2028(A) 15-Nov-77 LST/47 13-Jun-67 
L/ST100/3 21-Jul-89 L/ST29C/1A 2-Mar-85 L/ST47A/1 21-Oct-77 LST/19 19-Dec-61 
L/ST20/1E Jun-89 L/ST4D/1B 2-Mar-85 C/SST/27E 17-Oct-77   
L/ST116/1D Apr-89 STP/L18/1A 2-Mar-85 STP77/004A 12-Jul-77   
L/ST20/1D 22-Mar-89 D/ST2/1H 2-Mar-85 STP77/005 12-Apr-77   
L/ST43/1C 17-Mar-89 STP/L2F/1A 18-Feb-85 L/ST3A/1 28-Feb-77   
L/ST92/1D 13-Mar-89 STP/0D/1C 10-Jan-85 L/ST21B/1 28-Sep-76   
L/ST14B/1A 16-Feb-89 STP/L7/1B 21-Jun-84 STP/76/2022 23-Sep-76   
D/ST3/1A 25-Jan-89 L/ST6A/1 4-May-84 STP/75/014B 22-May-76   
L/ST25/1E Dec-88 STP/L2F/1 4-May-84 L/ST 16A/1A 1976   
L/ST16A/1 26-Oct-88 L/ST20/1F 24-Apr-84 LST/59C 73-74   
L/ST16B/1 26-Oct-88 STP/L20/1A 24-Apr-84 PST/1 3-Aug-73   
L/ST16C/1 26-Oct-88 STP/E3B/3A 16-Mar-84 LST/59A 6-Oct-72   
L/ST25/1C 15-Jun-88 L/ST24B/1A 31-Jan-84 LST/6D 72-73   
D/ST3/1 28-Apr-88 L/ST7/1B 31-Jan-84 LST/51D 72-73   
L/ST25/1B 5-Feb-88 STP/L7/1A 31-Jan-84 LST/49C 71-72   
D/ST2/1C 18-Jan-88 L/ST/58F/1 16-Dec-83 LST/51D 71-72   
L/ST5B/1A Dec-87 L/ST16/1D 9-Nov-83 LST/49B 69-70   
L/ST2F/1B 9-Nov-87 L/ST2A/1A 9-Nov-83 LST/51B 69-70   
D/ST2/1B 12-Aug-87 L/ST/57A/1 9-Nov-83 LST/50B 69-70   
L/ST5D/2A 2-Mar-87 L/ST5G/1B 9-Nov-83 LST/53A 69-70   
L/ST4B/2 2-Mar-87 L/ST/38B/1B 9-Nov-83 L/ST57D 6-Mar-64   
L/ST5D/2 2-Mar-87 STP82/004D 11-Aug-83 STP/80/2040 NO DATA   
L/ST5D/2A 2-Mar-87 L/ST2B/1 30-Jun-83 STP80/004C NO DATA   
L/ST75/2C 12-Jan-87 STP/L20/1 7-Jan-83 L/ST14B/1 NO DATA   
D/ST2/1B 1987 L/ST 7/1 1983     
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Appendix 8 The District Plans Data of New Towns (Cont’d) 
 
TP   Tai Po 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
L/TP27/1A 1-Nov-02 NTNE/84/122A 29-Apr-86 LTP/16A 11-Jan-61 S/TP/19 8-Nov-05 
L/TP60/1B 1-Nov-02 NTNE/85/153A 13-Feb-86 LTP/17A 2-Nov-60 S/TP/18 30-Jul-04 
L/TP11/1A 1-Sep-01 L/TP31/1A 7-Feb-86 LTP/10 26-May-60 S/TP/17 4-May-04 
L/TP2/1A 1-Nov-00 TPF/85/151A 14-Nov-85 LTP/4 18-Jun-56 S/TP/16 5-Jul-02 
L/TP6/2A 1-Nov-00 TPF/84/144A 10-Oct-85 NTNE/84/143B NO DATA S/TP/15 28-Sep-01 
L/TP30/1B 8-May-00 L/TP14/1A 2-Mar-85 TPF/83/125 NO DATA S/TP/14 30-Mar-01 
L/TP17/1B 1-Mar-00 L/TP30/1A 2-Mar-85 TPF/84/100 NO DATA S/TP/13 27-Oct-00 
L/TP3/1B 1-Mar-00 TPF/84/122A 2-Mar-85   S/TP/12 11-Jul-00 
L/TP8/1B 1-Mar-00 L/TP8/1A 23-Jan-85   S/TP/11 20-Aug-99 
L/TP39/1 9-Feb-96 TPF/84/100 1985   S/TP/10 23-Mar-99 
L/TP39/A 29-Dec-95 TPF/84/122A 1-Nov-84   S/TP/9 27-Jan-98 
L/TP/39/C 1995 TPF/84/148 11-Oct-84   S/TP/8 21-Feb-97 
L/TP/11/1 1995 TPF/84/150 1-Oct-84   S/TP/7 11-Nov-94 
L/TP11/1 6-Apr-95 TPF/84/122 23-Jul-84   S/TP/6 6-Dec-91 
L/TP11/A 10-Mar-95 TPF/84/146A 12-Apr-84   S/TP/4 14-Apr-89 
L/TP11/A 10-Mar-95 L/TP24/1A 31-Mar-84   S/TP/3 22-May-87 
L/TP7/2 30-Dec-94 TPF/83/141C 31-Jan-84   S/TP/2 11-Apr-86 
L/TP7/1C 8-Nov-94 TPF/84/143 1984   S/TP/1 29-Mar-85 
L/TP7/1B 27-Jul-94 TPF/83/115B 8-Dec-83   LTP/47 12-Dec-80 
M/NE/94/5A 9-Jun-94 TPF3/83/131B 8-Dec-83     
L/TP7/1A 29-Nov-93 L/TP16/1A 26-Oct-83     
L/TP15/1C 24-Nov-93 L/TP5/1A 26-Oct-83     
L/TP15/2 24-Nov-93 L/TP4/1A 26-Oct-83     
L/TP15/1B 24-May-93 TPF/83/101 11-Aug-83     
L/TP26/1 19-Nov-92 TPF/83/139 11-Aug-83     
L/TP26/D 25-Aug-92 L/TP17/1A 9-Dec-82     
L/TP32/1 1-Jan-92 L/TP22/1A 9-Dec-82     
L/TP26/C 26-Nov-91 L/TP3/1A 9-Dec-82     
L/TP9/2 12-Nov-91 TPF/81/126A 9-Dec-82     
L/TP26/B 14-Aug-91 TPF/81/111C 14-Oct-82     
L/TP/26/A 23-Jan-91 TPF81/111C 14-Oct-82     
L/TP6/2 13-Dec-90 TPF/81/113 12-Aug-82     
TPF/84/143A 3-Dec-90 TPF/82/136 12-Aug-82     
L/TP33/2 26-Jun-90 TPF/80/103C 20-May-82     
1/TP1/1A 20-Mar-90 TPF/80/100C 1982     
L/TP60/1A 31-Mar-90 TPF/4/5 14-Apr-80     
L/TP2/1 5-Dec-89 TP/80/101 early 1980s     
L/TP73/B 1-Sep-89 TPF/80/120 1980     
L/TP27/1 6-Apr-89 L/TP1/1 14-Jul-78     
NTNE/84/146B 6-Apr-89 TPF/78/101/2 1976     
D/TP1/A 1-Apr-89 LTP/28E 71-72     
NTNE/87/100 1988 LTP/28A 66-67     
NTNE/87/104A 8-Jun-88 LTP/28A 1-Apr-66     
NTNE/88/147 1-Apr-88 LTP/26 28-Jan-65     
NE/88/TE262 9-Mar-88 LTP/16D 28-Jan-65     
NTNE/87/157 6-Jul-87 LTP/23D 65-66     
TPF/83/141D 15-May-87 LTP/23C 15-Dec-64     
L/TP57/1A 6-Feb-87 LTP/23B 15-Dec-64     
L/TP74/1A 4-Aug-86 LTP/25 9-Oct-63     
D/TPE/1 4-Aug-86 LTP/21 9-Oct-63     
NTNE/84/146B 16-May-86 LTP/18 8-Jul-61     
L/TP37/1A 8-May-86 LTP/16F 11-Jan-61     
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Appendix 8 The District Plans Data of New Towns (Cont’d) 
 
FSS   Fanling/Sheung Shui 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
L/FSS9/1A 1-Sep-05 NTNE/84/214A 4-Aug-86 S/FSS/12 15-Oct-04 
L/FSS7/2B 1-Jun-05 NTNE/L/1A 17-Jul-86 S/FSS/11 31-Oct-03 
L/FSS8/B 1-May-05 L/FSS3(P)/1 8-May-86 S/FSS/10 22-Oct-02 
L/FSS6/1C 1-Apr-05 NTNE/82/210 5-May-86 S/FSS/9 26-Oct-01 
L/FSS30/1A 1-Mar-05 L/FSS13/1 7-Feb-86 S/FSS/8 22-Jun-99 
L/FSS13/1C 18-Mar-03 TPF/84/219B 7-Feb-86 S/FSS/7 27-Feb-98 
L/FSS5/1A 28-Nov-02 NTNE/86/200 1986 S/FSS/6 31-May-96 
L/FSS13/1A 10-Sep-02 TPF/85/320A 10-Oct-85 S/FSS/5 1-Sep-95 
L/FSS5/2 2002 TPF/84/214A 8-Aug-85 S/FSS/4 12-Aug-94 
L/FSS17/1A 1-Sep-01 L/FSS10/1 2-Mar-85 S/FSS/3 2-Nov-90 
L/FSS20/1C 1-Sep-01 TPF/82/205B 13-Dec-84 S/FSS/2 26-May-89 
L/FSS23/1B 1-Sep-01 L/FSS9/1 18-Oct-84 S/FSS/1 23-Oct-87 
L/FSS25/1A 1-Sep-01 TPF/82/211B 13-Sep-84   
L/NE - LYT/1A 1-Sep-01 TPF/82/209B 12-Jul-84   
L/FSS8/A 6-Dec-99 L/FSS28/1A 31-Jan-84   
L/FSS6/1B 19-Aug-99 L/FSS6/1A 31-Jan-84   
NTNE/85/213B 16-Oct-97 TPF/82/209 7-Nov-83   
L/FSS5/1 1-Aug-97 D/FS/1 24-Jun-83   
L/FSS5/E 18-Jun-97 TPF/82/211 12-May-83   
L/FSS11/1 19-Feb-97 TPF/83/217 3-May-83   
L/FSS11/C 24-Dec-96 L/FSS3&4/1 2-Mar-83   
L/FSS5/C 23-Oct-96 TPF/78/303D 24-Nov-82   
L/NE - LYT/1 1-Mar-96 TPF/78/303A 30-Mar-79   
L/NE - LYT/C 12-Feb-96 TPF/78/202 19-Mar-79   
L/FSS36/1 18-Jan-96 TPF/78/202B 19-Mar-79   
L/FSS 36/D 1995 NTNE/78/302C 20-Feb-78   
L/FSS11/B 1995 TPF/78/201 1978   
L/FSS1B/B 1-Dec-94 LSSF/3B 29-Oct-75   
L/FSS4/1 27-Apr-92 L/FSS13/1B NO DATA   
L/FSS42/1 31-Jul-91 L/FSS13/2 NO DATA   
L/FSS11/A 20-Mar-90 NTNE/86/200A NO DATA   
L/FSS48A/2 9-Mar-90 TPF/79/200A NO DATA   
L/STK/2 1-Nov-89 TPF/79/200C NO DATA   
L/FSS40/1 30-Oct-89 TPF/84/200C NO DATA   
L/FSS30/1 5-Oct-89     
L/FSS30/1 7-Sep-89     
L/FSS7/2A 30-Aug-89     
L/FSS7/2 8-Aug-89     
L/FSS17/1 3-Jun-89     
L/TKL/1 1-Apr-89     
L/FSS34/1 2-Sep-88     
NTNE/82/209D 28-Apr-88     
NENT/87/218 1-Feb-88     
L/FSS25/1 20-Jan-88     
NTNE/86/229 1-Jan-88     
L/FSS23/1A 12-Nov-87     
NTNE/84/219C 4-Nov-87     
NTNE/87/228 1-Apr-87     
L/FSS45/1 6-Feb-87     
L/FSS39/1A 6-Oct-86     
L/FSS20/1 4-Aug-86     
L/FSS33/1 4-Aug-86     
 
- 123 - 
Appendix 8 The District Plans Data of New Towns (Cont’d) 
 
TKO   Tseung Kwan O 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
L/TKO-73/2D 17-Apr-03 L/TKO-66/B 8-May-96 S/TKO/15 2-Nov-04 
L/TKO-73/2C 3-Mar-03 L/TKO-66/A 19-Dec-95 S/TKO/14 31-Oct-03 
L/TKO-73/C 2-Jul-02 L/TKO-38/2 25-Nov-94 S/TKO/13 17-Dec-02 
D/TKO/2 26-Jun-02 L/TKO-38/1B 28-Oct-94 S/TKO/12 22-Mar-02 
D/TKO/1F 19-Mar-02 L/TKO-137/C 14-Jul-94 S/TKO/11 19-Oct-01 
L/TKO-73/2B 15-Feb-02 L/TKO-137/B 25-May-94 S/TKO/10 15-May-01 
D/TKO/1E 27-Nov-01 L/TKO-17/1A 25-May-94 S/TKO/9 21-Jul-00 
L/TKO-66/1A 27-Nov-01 L/TKO-73/1B 25-May-94 S/TKO/8 19-May-00 
L/TKO-73/2A 27-Nov-01 L/TKO-38/1A 27-Jul-93 S/TKO/7 20-Aug-99 
L/TKO-8/1B 13-Nov-01 L/TKO-73/1A 15-Apr-92 S/TKO/6 9-Feb-99 
D/TKO/1D 28-Sep-01 L/TKO-8/2A 23-Oct-91 S/TKO/5 29-May-98 
L/TKO-8/2B 7-Sep-01 L/TKO-8/2C 23-Oct-91 S/TKO/4 16-Jul-96 
L/TKO-17/2A 29-Mar-01 L/TKO-6/1A 4-Sep-91 S/TKO/3 21-Oct-94 
L/TKO-86/1 5-Aug-00 L/TKO-17/1 25-Jul-91 S/TKO/2 25-Mar-94 
L/TKO-22/1B 14-Jun-00 L/TKO-87/1B 25-Jul-91 S/TKO/1 11-Dec-92 
L/TKO-86/C 23-Mar-00 L/TKO-87B 25-Jul-91   
L/TKO-22/1A 18-Feb-00 L/TKO-8/1A 3-May-91   
L/TKO-87/1A 11-Feb-00 L/TKO-87A 30-Apr-91   
L/TKO-86/D 5-Feb-00 L/TKO-38/1 1-Mar-91   
L/TKO-6/1D 27-Jan-00 L/TKO-38/C 31-Jan-91   
L/TKO-86/B 20-Dec-99 L/TKO-38/C 31-Jan-91   
L/TKO-73/1F 11-Dec-99 D/TKO/1C 14-Jan-91   
L/TKO-6/1C 21-Oct-99 D/TKO/1B 20-Nov-90   
L/TKO-38/3A 11-Sep-99 L/TKO-31/1 1-Nov-90   
L/TKO-14/1 11-Sep-99 L/TKO-31B 1-Nov-90   
L/TKO-17/2 11-Sep-99 L/TKO-86/A 26-Apr-90   
L/TKO-17/2B 11-Sep-99 L/TKO-4/1 25-Sep-89   
L/TKO-38/3 11-Sep-99 L/TKO-4/1A 25-Sep-89   
L/TKO-66/1 11-Sep-99 L/TKO-6/1 25-Sep-89   
L/TKO-66/1B 11-Sep-99 L/TKO-87 13-Sep-89   
L/TKO-73/2 11-Sep-99 L/TKO-22/1 1-Aug-89   
L/TKO-73/2E 11-Sep-99 D/TKO/1 1989   
L/TKO-14/D 16-Aug-99 L/JB-14 26-Oct-88   
L/TKO-17/1D 16-Aug-99 L/JB/86 1-Sep-88   
L/TKO-66/F 16-Aug-99 D/JB/3 1988   
L/TKO-17/1C 25-May-99 D/JB/2 15-Oct-87   
L/TKO-38/2G 25-May-99 JB/83/001D 31-Jan-86   
L/TKO-66/E 25-May-99 D/JB/1 1986   
L/TKO-73/1G 25-May-99 JB/83/001C 1986   
L/TKO-17/1B 19-Mar-99 JB/83/103D 4-Apr-85   
L/TKO-66/D 17-Mar-99 L/TKO-22/1B 4-Apr-85   
L/TKO-73/1E 30-Dec-98 JB/83/104B 1-Feb-85   
L/TKO-137/1 10-Nov-98 JB/83/102A 7-Sep-83   
L/TKO-73/1D 31-Aug-98 JB/82/001D 26-Aug-83   
L/TKO-137/H 24-Aug-98 JB/82/001B 1983   
L/TKO-137/G 14-Apr-98 LJB/10L 72-73   
L/TKO-137/F 10-Feb-98 LJB/10A Oct-61   
L/TKO-14/C 6-Nov-97 L/JB/1/1 1956   
L/TKO-14/B 26-Sep-97 L/TKO-137/A NO DATA   
L/TKO-137/D 25-Sep-96 L/TKO-137/E NO DATA   
L/TKO-38/2A 25-Sep-96 L/TKO-73/1C NO DATA   
L/TKO-66/C 25-Sep-96     
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Appendix 8 The District Plans Data of New Towns (Cont’d) 
 
I-TCTC   Tung Chung Town Centre MOS   Ma On Shan 
Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans Administrative  Plans Statutory Plans 
Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date Plan No. Date 
L/I-TCTC/1C 26-Oct-01 S/I-TCTC/13 15-Apr-05 NO PLANS  S/MOS/13 5-Oct-04 
L/I-TCTC/1B 26-Feb-98 S/I-TCTC/12 3-Sep-04   S/MOS/12 28-Nov-03 
L/I-TCTC/1A 5-Jun-96 S/I-TCTC/10 1-Apr-03   S/MOS/11 16-May-03 
L/I-TCIIB/1C 28-May-96 S/I-TCTC/9 29-Nov-02   S/MOS/10 13-Sep-02 
L/I-TCIIB/C 1995 S/I-TCTC/11 29-Nov-02   S/MOS/9 19-Oct-01 
L/I-TCIIB/1 1994 S/I-TCTC/8 30-Apr-02   S/MOS/8 21-Nov-00 
L/I-TCTC/1 7-Jun-93 S/I-TCTC/7 27-Jul-01   S/MOS/7 21-Jul-00 
  S/I-TCTC/6 16-Mar-01   S/MOS/6 10-Dec-99 
  S/I-TCTC/5 27-Oct-00   S/MOS/5 7-Oct-97 
  S/I-TCTC/4 22-Jun-99   S/MOS/4 23-Aug-96 
  S/I-TCTC/3 24-Jul-98   S/MOS/3 6-Jan-95 
  S/I-TCTC/2 25-Jul-95   S/MOS/2 25-Mar-94 
  S/I-TCTC/1 14-Jan-94   S/MOS/1 22-Mar-91 
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Appendix 9 Transport Network Plan of D/TKO/2 
 
 
 
Source: Explanatory Statement of Outline Development Plan No. D/TKO/2, Plan 8. 
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